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HEAD OFFICE, 21, LOMBARD STREET. 


_ At the Half-yearly Meeting of the Proprietors, held on Thursday, the 4th August, 1864, at the London Tavern, pein the following 
Report for the year ending the 30th June, 1864, waS read by the Secretary. Wrttam CHampiox Jones, Esq., in the chair : 


F REPORT. 


The Directors, in submitting to the Proprietors the Balance Sheet of the Bank for the half-year ending 30th June, 1864, have great pleasure 
in reporting that the net Profit for the six months, after deducting all charges, amounts to £109,501 12s. 4d., which, added to £16,668 3s. 10d, 
x forward from the last account, results in a total of £126,169 16s, 2d, 
of this sum the Directors have declared a Dividend of 6 per cent., and a bonus of 10 per cent. for the half-year, both free of Income Tax, 
together to £104,443, Jeaving a balance of £21,726 16s, 2d. to be carried forward to Profit and Loss new Account. 
The Dividend and Bonus will be payable at the Head Office, or at any ot the Branches, on and after Monday, the 15th August. 





BALANCE SHEET of the London and County Banking Company, 30th June, 1864. 
Dr. j Cr. 
a5 0.64 €& 8. F WO Ae Might Bin 6” 
By Cash on hand at Head Office, and 


a. 
5 0 

0 Branches eseees 1,419,615 7 10 
Cash placed at Cail and at notice... 1,041,771 6 0 


F To Capital paid up ess-evevsevverserseersessersessers 69913 
; Reserve 


| 
1 
BeEwiaminseven ceseascagvecssocserennae >), 10mele 18 | 
Amount due by the Bank for Custom- | 
ers’ Balances, &c. .,.4'...-+-+--. 9,299,871 7 4 2,461,386 13 10 
Liabilities on Acceptances, Circular Investments, viz.— 
Notes, &C,..ccccccecsecccesseees 2,068,012 11 1! | Government and Guaranteed Stocks 846,337 14 8& 
| 
| 


12,167,883 19 3 Other Stocks and Securities ........ 105,175 11 10 
Profitand Loss Balance babibacan from 


s-————— 951,513 6 6 
last Account ......-.sscceessseee 16,668 3 10 Discounted Bills, and advances to Castomers in Town 
+ Gross Profit for the Half-year, after 


and Country......0+++.- seseeeeeee9:677,873 17 10 
making provision for Bad and Freehold Premises in Lombard. street and. Nicholas- 
Doubtful Debts .....0--eeveeeee 290,699 2 6 Jane, Freehold and Leasehold Property at the 
ee «= «07,367 6 4 Branches, with mane oe i i ecoscecees 121,634 11 7 
Interest paid to Customers ...+ceccecsectoccseceess 176,354 15 13 
Salaries and all other Expenses at Head "Office and 
Branches, including Income Tax on Profits, and ; 
Salavies ..cccccccocccccccscevccestcccescodescese UNE wen 


£13,361,078 15 7 £13,361,078 15 F 


Profit and Loss Aecount. 


To Interest paid to Customers..ss.ssecesseeceseeseees £76,354 15 11 , By Balance brought forward from last Account ........ £16,668 3 10 
jp AF ADOVE socesecersvers epee 72,315 9 Il Gross Profit for the Half-year, after making pro- 
Rebate on Bills not due, carried to New Account . 32,527 4 4 vision for Bad and Doubtful Debts ......seeesee0 290,699 2 6 
Dividend, of 6 per Cent. for the Half-year .. 39,166 2 6 
Bonus of 10 Cent. .scorseccenseens 65,276 17. 6 
Balance FOrWATd..cocccosecceegerserevcees 21,726 16 2 


£307,367 6 4 | . £307,367 6 4 
We, the undersigned, have examined the foregoing Balance Sheet, and have found the same 
ug : > Ss : env IL LEAS 1 NORMAN, 


(Signed) R. H. SWAINE } Auditors. 
London and County Bank, 28th July, 1864. JOHN WRIGHT, 


The foregoing Report having been read by the Secretary, the following Resolutions were proposed, and unanimously adopted :— 
1. That the Report be received and adopted, and printed for the use of the Shareholders. 
2. That the cordial thanks of this Meeting are due, and are hereby tendered, to Pattie Patron Birt, Esq., Yuen CuAMPION JonEs, Esq., 
. and Wu11aM Nicox, . M.P., for their special services and indefatigable exertions in promoting the interests of the Bank, and 

that in grateful recogni thereof, a sum of Fifteen Hundred Guineas be applied in the purchase of Plate, and presented to 
them as a testimonial from the Shareholders of the London and County Bank. 

3. That the thanks of the Meeting be given to the Board of Directors, for the able manner in which they have conducted the affairs of the 
Company. 

4, That the thanks of this Mecting be presented to Wi.tiam McKewan, Esq., the General Manager, and also to the principal and other 

the Establishment, for the zeal and ability with which they have discharged their respective duties. 
(Signed) W. CHAMPION JONES, Chairman. 





The Chairman having quitted the Chair, it was resolved, and carried unanimously— 
*, That the cordial thanks of this Meeting be presented to WitLiam Caaupiox Jonzs, Esq., for his able and courteous conduct in the Chair, 
(Signed) P. P. BLYTH, Deputy-Chairman, 


Extracted from the Minutes. 
(Signed) F. CLAPPISON, Secretary. 
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THE 
ROVAL INSURANCE COMPANY, 
29, LOMBARD STREET, LONDON; AND 
Roya INSURANCE BUILDINGS, LIVERPOOL. 





At the Awnvat Mezettne, on the 5th inst., the following were some of 
the leading results disclosed in the Report to the Shareholders :— 


FIRE BRANCH. 
The Premiums of the Year 1863 reached the sum of .... £341,668 
Being an AGvance Ofsssssesecscsscesscssesceccsecesess £40,977 
over 1862; an amount of increase exceeding that of any pr evious year. 
The Revenue from Fire Premiums has been enhanced in 
four years by the large sum of ...0...++0++ -» £11 3,363 


The Duty paid to Government in 1862 was...... 
Ditto ditto 1BGS..ceccccrecccecsne 


£75,993 
£88,966 


Showing an Increase in one year of ....... cocsccccceccs £18,073 


Among the incidents which have tended to the advancement of _ 
Rorat within the last few months may be reckoned its action with respec: 
to the losses sustained by the explosion of the Lotty Sleigh, beg - 
though only consistent with the general tenor of the conduct of the Com- 
pany, and utimately proved to be no more than what had been done in 
former times by the oldest and most proverbially honourable among its 
contemporaries, yet attracted attention and pypblic favour by its unhesi- 


As the total of revenue and the largest ratio of Pp ession have 
been in the present year, so it happens that the largest profit 
which it has ever fallen to the Directors to record has likewise on this 
occasion to be announced. The balance of Net Profit on the year has 
amounted to £83,545 ; of which sum £34,100 only has been appropriated 
to Dividend and Bonus, and the large Balance of £19,444 been carried to 
Reserve. 


LIFE BRANCH. 


The progress of the Life Branch, as shown by the New Business trans- 
acted in the last year, is most promising, and the advances made, year 
by year, inthe amount of New Insurances effected, show clearly the esti- 
mation in which the Company is held. The following is a statement for 
the last five years :— 


Net Sum Assured on New Policies, 


after deducting Guarantees. Net Premiums. 
BOBO cccccesce « £484,470 11 10 .....-2 nee £13,086 0 5 
TBGO .ocsccscee 449,241 16 2 wecccccee - 5,079 17 10 
WBGL ...cecoeee 521,101 17 0 ...... seee 16,627 18 0 
90GB cicsccsees FOLAI7T 15 3 wcccccccse 22,533 13 2 
Pty secssesces 752,546 18 10 ....00.006 24,069 12 8 


rapid Fg ae amounting to 73 per cent. on the sum assured, and 
Bn of r cent. on the Premium received in the course ot five 
Por is Fe may jase be considered as larger than any which could have been 
pected. The first half of the current year 1864, however, 
far cote ou! 2 the ratio of increase indicated by the figures just quoted, as 
the sum assured for that period of six months only actually exceeds Half- 
a-Million Sterling. 
The rate of a likewise, still presents highly favourable features, 
and — well for the result to be shown by the quinquennial investiga- 
tion is to take place when the present year is concluded. 


PERCY M. DOVE, Manager and Actuary. 
JOHN B, JOHNSTON, Secretary in London. 
August, 1864. 


f Neer LAND SECURITIES COMPANY (Limited). 
—The Company ISSUE MORTGAGE DEBENTURES, at 44 
per Cent. oath payable half-yearly, in London, or at any country 
bankers, for such time and such amounts as may suit investors. These de- 
dentures are secured by the aggregate properties mortgaged to the Com- 
teed ion oe addition, the an ae of the entire subscribed, but 
of the Company. beng £900,000, and all their assets 
Company accept money, on deposit, in the smallest or largest 
wie’ at interest, in anticipation of investments in the mortgage deben- 
tures, and yo undertake the negociation of special investments to suit 
mstances, 


exceptional 
Apply to aia Director, Land Securities Company, No. 32, 


*Phadey tn ever (established 1843), sopeeset to take place the first 

in every month, of Absolute and Contingent Reversions to 

age hem Ne Shanage a Manorial Risk age pen 

xt tation, ts, t Charges, 

Post’ Obit Bonds, Debentures, Shares in Docks, Canals, Mines, Railways 

Tnsmuemee Compentes, and other public undertakings for the present 
year. 


R. MARSH begs to announce that his PERI- 
age ge A erst pon nero) in 1843), for the disposal of every 
above-mentioned PROPERTY, take place on the 
aie A each month throughout the ensuing year, as under :— 
Septemberi |! October 6 November 3 











| December | 
ee Se ee. Marsh also 


days are appropriated 


“ease 


Thursday, 


begs to announce that 
for the Sale of Freehold, Copyhold. 


Thursday, October 20 
Thursday, November 17 
Decem 


Thursday, ber 15 
Chariotte-row, Mansion. house, London, EC. 
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Ghe Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, AUGUST 13, 1864. 
— j— 


THOSE WHO ARE 80 READY to make complaints at delays 
in the administration of the law, may perhaps derive 
some benefit from what happened on the 5th and 6th of 
August at Guildford assizes, and be thereby induced to 
recognise the fact that the suitors themselves, and those 
concerned for them, are not always free from blame. 
On the 5th, the first case tried was over at about a 
quarter past eleven, and when the next case was called 
on the parties were not present, and it was stated they 
had not arrived, and were coming down from London by 
the South-Western Railway, by a train which would be 
due at 11.20, and Mr. Baron Martin adjourned the court 
fora short time. Mr. Justice Willes sat at the same 
time in the other court to try civil cases, and was placed 
in a position exactly similar to that of his learned brother, 
by reason of the absence of the parties in every case 
called on. Ultimately he struck out the first two cases 
by way of exatnple, and adjourned the court for a short 
period. ‘The two judges had thus an opportunity of 
consulting together, and came to a resolution, the ex- 
pected train having arrived, to strike out all causes in 
which the parties were not ready. Mr. Justice Willes, 
on returning to court, observed that anything equal to 
the disrespect to the Court, and disregard of the con- 
sideration due to counsel, he had never seen, and recom- 
mended that the bar should adopt the rule in 
force on the Midland circuit, of not receiving any 
briefs after the commission day. In the course 
of the following day something was said as to the 
causes having been taken too quickly. This was when 
a case was being tried before Mr. Baron Martin, who took 
occasion to say that “there was no ground for such an 
imputation ; he had waited patiently hour after hour, 
and had adjourned the court again and again, but in 
vain.” Attorneys who have not thoroughly prepared 
their cases, and who take their estimate of the time at 
which they may be called on from the appearance of the 
cause list, are those who suffer from such circumstances 
as are detailed above; but they have no one but them- 
selves to blame, and least of all can they blame the 
judge, whose time is wasted by the absence of the very 
persons whose businessit isto be present. Moreover, there 
was on this occasion a special assize train on the South- 
Western Railway, Which leaves Waterloo at 8, and is due 
at Guildford at 9.15, so that the delay on the 5th inst. was 
by no means a hecessity. It is inexplicable how at- 
torneys can expect counsel to have read briefs which are 
only delivered at the last moment ; but, no doubt, the 
rule which Mr. Justice Willes recommends would, if 
carriéd out strietly, prove a sufficient remedy for this 
evil. We find in what occurred at Guildford one of the 
inconveniences caused by the non-central position of the 
assize town ; but we greatly fear that the unreadiness of 
the parties would be the same even if the suitors and 
their attorneys could call upon the judges to try cases 
wherever and whenever they might choose. We are 
fully aware that there are other questions connected 
with the late delivery of briefs which arise on the tax- 
ation of costs in causes which are compromised before 
being called on; but as it is the interest of the profes- 
sion that these cases should not be struck out on account 
of their absence, we are of opinion that if the bar were 
to insist on the rule by the judge, less would 
be heard of counsel not having had time to read their 


Aw account of a trial which took place at Guildford 
on the 8th inst., which rs in another column, con 
tains one or two points of interest. It is a compara 
tively rare occurrence for a plaititiff to conduct his own 
case; but when that plaintiff is a foreigner, we feel that 
he requires all the sympathy of those before whom hé 
oa to make up for his probable deficiency of know- 
ledge as to English customs and English law. In this 
case, however, we confess we have very little a for 
aman so misguided as to undertake a case W he 
states to have been rejected by several yey te Far 
better for the plaintiff would it have beenif he 
content to take the advice which he received in 
course of the numerous applications he made to meiibers 
of the profession to conduct his case. Tlie patience oi 
the judge and jury appear to have been tried to 
uttermost by the irrelevant statements and rf 
address of the plaintiff, and it is gratifying to be 3 
adduce this to show that the Court gave a fair hearing 
to the case, and that our friends on the other side of 
Channel could not, if they would, affirm correctly any- 
thing to the contrary. 


Tue coop rsoris or Lexps have evidently derived 
great pleasure from the occasion of the first of 
the judges in their town, if we may form an opinion by 
the numbers of those who turned out to see the 

to the church. All the arrangements for the réception 
of the judges, as well as for the members of the bar, 
were of the most perfect description, and the courts and 
all the accommodation comprised in them, for the bar 
and the attorneys, have givén universal ae 
After the hard battle "x making Lect “Ed abe 16a, 
to éffect their object o i an assize town 
the inhabitants pats thoroughly to a ace the fact 
that they are receiving honour as well a8 more material 
benefit, and to study in every réspect to deserve the 
good wishes of their new visitors. 

In consequence of the very laudable desire of Sir 
Richard Mayne that the police should not im any case 
enter a public-house, instructions are issued to that 
effect ; but it is to be feared that euch instructions ate car- 
ried out too literally, without reference to what.is proper, 
and in contravention of the Refreshment House 
Act, 23 Vict. c. 27, s. 41. Those who keep 
houses are, as a class, a very different set persons to 
those who keep public-houses, and from other. cireum- 
stances are in greater need of the protection of the law. 
The section referred to distinctly authorises, empowers, 
and requires all constables, “on the demand of such 
manager, occupier, agent, or servant, to assist in ex- 
pelling drunken, riotous, quarrelsome, and di 
persons from such shops, houses, premises, and places. 
A drunken man in an ordinary refreshment house, where: 
possibly there are only women, may do a great amount 
of damage to property and injury to the business; and if 
the protection of a constable may not be called in 
such an occasion, it is easy to understand how a vills 
may have the inmates at his mercy. We are 
that if the instructions to the police are as as 
are represented to us, the attention of the Chief Com- 
missioner of Police has but to be called to the Act of 
Parliament, and an immediate withdrawal or iiatérial 
alteration of those instructions will be the result. 


AN og TO FACILITATE in gba a: wig fins oi 

of further powers by companies wii a 
Pictanet Was been printed. Thereare thirty-six: 
in the statute, and several schedules ai ' 
be used. ‘The operation of the Act will save 
expense, and promote the undertakings to w 
applies. A company can apply to the of Trade 
for a certificate for some object allowed by the Act, 
ee eee to gee resentatio 
objections. On a railway or Dy 

vi notice of o scien, all proeselings Wilkes the 
of Trade will cease, and further proceedings will 
| be transferred to Parliament. The Board of Trade are 







[ 





bis, 
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to settle the nature of the certificate, and a draft is to be 
laid before Parliament. If either House resolve that the 
certificate ought not to be made, it is not to be proceeded 
with, otherwise it is to be issued, and its operation is to 
be the same as a special Act, and to be judicially noticed. 
Rules have been framed to carry out this Act, and a 
form of certificate given. The powers given to com- 
panies under the Act are considerable under the sanction 
of Parliament, and must facilitate the proceedings which 
have hitherto been so much delayed by the necessity of 
waiting for special Acts of Parliament. 


Ix a case which was heard in the Bankruptcy Court, 
on the 10th instant, before Mr. Commissioner Goulburn, 
his Honour took occasion to state his regret that in 
many cases the bills of solicitors should absorb so large 
a portion of the assets. However much we may be in- 
clined to agree with the general proposition, we do not 
believe that, as a rule, costs are made unnecessarily ; 
and we know that in many cases the costs of getting in 
a bankrupt’s estate are enormous. ‘Take, for instance, 
the case of the notorious David Hughes, whose assignees 
were involved in as many as fourteen Chancery suits. 
There can be little doubt that the costs in such a bank- 
ruptcy would bear a very large proportion to the whole 
of the assets realised; and, without a desire to screen 
any member of the profession from blame where it is 
deserved, we must decline to endorse the implied cen- 
sure conveyed in his Honour’s remarks. 


Recurrine To tHE supsecr of the Evidence Act 
mentioned last week,* we have had our attention directed 
to the Ecclesiastical Courts and Registries Act (Ireland), 
1864, being cap. 54 of this last session. By the 22nd 
section of this Act, “every defendant shall have, except 
the right to have disputed questions of fact tried by a 
jury, the same rights and privileges as defendants have 
in the ri ey courts ;” and, according to the 23rd sec- 
tion, the Court may, if it think fit, order the petitioner 
or prosecutor to attend, and may examine him, or per- 
mit him to be examined or cross-examined, on the hear- 
ing of his petition or statement of accusation.” These 
provisions will exactly meet the views of those who are 
of opinion that the present law, regarding the admissi- 
bility of parties to divorce and breach of promise suits 
as witnesses, should be altered. Although we are unable 
to change our opinion, expressed last week, that the 
alteration then referred to as suggested by some persons, 
and which alteration we now find has in some respect been 
made with respect to one part of her Majesty’s domi- 
nions, would be productive of evils greater than at pre- 
sent exists ; yet we cannot but feel that, as things have 
turned ont, the opportunity now afforded, of seeing how 
such an arrangement will work, will be of service as a 
guide. While, moreover, we shall enjoy this oppor- 
tunity of acquiring experience, we may also remember 
that no court in Ireland has power to dissolve the mar- 
riage tie, and that, whatever might prove to be the 
immediate effect of admitting the evidence of parties to 
matrimonial suits, the ultimate effect would not be so 
great as in England. 


Exrugr orner Commissioners are desirous of emulat- 
ing the vigour and “zeal” of the Legacy Duty Office, or 
the British tax-payer is becoming more conscientious ; 
for we learn that the number of persons charged with 
income-tax under schedule D, in Great Britain, gradually 
increases. In the year ending April 5, 1862, the number 
was 286,457, and they were, charged upon incomes 
amounting to £89,013,493; and in the year ending 
April 5, 1863, the number rose to 293,468, and the in- 
come charged with tax to £93,322,864. In the former 
year, 67 persons paid under schedule D, upon incomes 
See ey pai a year; in the latter, 80 persons. In 
Treland, but 2 persons in the former, and 3 in the latter 
year were charged under schedule D, upon incomes of 
£50,000 and upwards. The net amount of income-tax 


* 8 Sol. Jour. 799. 








under all schedules is stated as follows for the yearending 
April 5th, 1863: — England, £9,551,214; Scotland, 
£901,257; Ireland, £796,170; total, £11,248,641.' The 
rate was 9d., whence it appears that the old rate of 
£1,000,000 per 1d. has ceased to be applicable. 


Tue pirecrors of convict prisons have issued their 
report for the year 1863, which contains some interest- 
ing details. During the year we find that 1,587 men 
4vere released with tickets of leave; that 590 were trans- 

rted to Western Australia, and 210 to Gibraltar. 
The number of prisoners re-convicted before the ex- 
piration of their sentence was 106, and those re-con- 
victed after that time were 538. The licences of 83 
were revoked. We learn, also, from this report, that 
the per-centage of re-convicted criminals has been in- 
creasing rapidly since 1859. A careful perusal will re- 
pay the reader of the report, and, at the same time, 
afford a large amount of information ie tee the 
criminal classes, and the statistics of penal servitude, 
which is not generally available. 


On Wepnespay wast the long vacation commenced, 
and there will now be a cessation in pleadings until the 
24th of October. Actions can be commenced under the 
Bills of Exchange Act, and judgment obtained, unless 
leave is given by a judge at chambers to appeal. The 
Judges’ Chamber will only sit two days a week ; and, 
as Mr. Justice Shee is the last-appointed judge, he is 
expected to relieve the Chief Baron, who has been 
sitting at chambers since the Summer Circuits, 


Mr. J. P. Youneunussann, one of the Birkenhead 
magistrates, was, on Tuesday, the defendant in the 
Birkenhead County Court, in an action brought against 
him by Mr. Dowling, a street preacher, who sought 
forty shillings damages for illegal arrest and assault. 
Dowling, while crossing in a steamer from Woodside to 
Liverpool, on the 25th of June, commenced to preach ; 
and, on refusing to desist, he was given in charge by 
Mr. Younghusband. On this he was taken back to 
Birkenhead, and conveyed through the streets to Bride- 
well, where, after a brief examination, he was discharged. 
Mr. Harden, the judge of the County Court, who 
tried the case, gave judgment for forty shillings and 
costs for the plaintiff. 


LEGACY AND SUCCESSION DUTY. 

Official responsibility appears to be a mere fiction at 
the present day. If no blame can be shifted on to the 
shoulders of the immediate superior in office, any fault 
can always be conveniently attributed to the system, 
and red-tape accordingly has to bear many burdens 
which ought of right to be borne by individuals. When 
a benighted man, under the impression that he is apply- 
ing to the fountain-head for information, goes to the Cir- 
cumlocution office with “ I want to know,” he is not un- 
likely to be met with the reply that it is not an office 
for affording information, and that he must make his 
application in writing, &c. Such regulations have, no 
doubt, been good in their time, and have originally been 
made for some good purpose; but we must protest that 
the combination of many such rules is particularly ob- 
structive as regards business, and never appears to aid 
in the despatch of public affairs. Regulations originally 
intended to guard against fraud are thus often applied in 
such a manner as to retard business, and in the end. are 
no guarantee to the public that funds will, be properly 
applied. If, in a merchant's office, everyone, were 
so engaged in details of minor importance so. as, to 
cause the main object to be lost sight of, very little sym- 

thy would be accorded toa man who by bad book- 
Peeping should sustain a loss. ‘The ordinary business 
of life could not be carried on if the rules. so, strigtly 
applied in public departments were insisted on. in 
private establishments. Of course, stringent regula- 
tions ensure the accuracy of everything done in the 
public offices, and the correctness of the accounts 























Aug. 13,1864. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 








kept there, otherwise we are wearing an incubus which 
is 6 wo us no benefit in exchange for all the trouble 
we to bear it. Our readers know only too well 
the numerous difficulties placed in the way of those 
who transact business in Government offices, not per- 
haps so much by the officials themselves, as by the 
desire of the officials to carry out a system which they 
inherit from their predecessors, and which has grown up 
in the course of years to be a gigantic system of ob- 
structiveness, without adequate benefit to the public, or 
to the officials concerned. 

And, however well-intentioned this may be, it does 
not invariably, as we have found to our cost, succeed. 
We cannot for instance congratulate any one on 
the success of the system in vogue at the Legacy 
and Succession Duty Office at Somerset House, nor are 
we able to say that it either ensures accuracy or pre- 
vents fraud, Complaints without number have lately 
appeared in the papers on the subject, detailing nume- 
rous instances where demands have been made for duty 
many years overdue, and which, in the majority of 
the cases cited, must have been paid long ago ; and on 
two previous occasions we have remarked upon these 
complaints. We know full well that there is every 
reason to be dissatisfied with the mode in which the 
profession and the public are treated. by those who are 
their servants, and who ought to give every facility 
to them in the transaction of their affairs. The weight 
of the taxation we undergo in respect of succession and 
legacy duty is not so light that we can afford to have it 
made heavier by the obstacles and difficulties and abuses 
complained of. After numerous letters have appeared, 
making various descriptions of complaints against the 

stem in general, and against Mr. Trevor in particular, 

following note, written at an unhappy moment, 
appears in the Zimes :— 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer presents his compliments 
to the Editor of the Times, and desires to notice certain letters 
published in that journal yesterday, which complain of the 
2 amagone of the law with respect to legacy or succession 

aties, 

First, it does not appear, from the letters themselves, whether 
the parties thus complaining have appealed from the Controller 
ofthe Legacy Duties to his immediate official superiors—the 
Board of Inland Revenue or the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
Now, important as are the duties performed by Mr. Trevor, 
it is the Treasury or the Minister of Finance, guided where it 
is requisite by the law officers, that is ultimately responsible 
for his acts, But as they can only become responsible when 
such acts are brought before them by way of appeal, so, on 
the other hand, until this has been done, it is scarcely just to a 
civil servant, not to say to one of the ablest among all the civil 
servants of the Crown, to expose him to public reprobation; 
especially while he is precluded by positive law, as well as by 
every rule of official propriety, from publishing any information, 
however necessary to his own defence, which he has obtained, 
through his office, with respect to the property and affairs of 
testators or legatees. 

Should the writers of the letters think fit to state the respec- 
tive cases to the Treasury or the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
they will be at once examined. 

Hawarden, Aug 5. 


Are we to take this precious document as the delibe- 
rate defence of Mr. Gladstone, or of his worthy servant, 
Mr. Trevor? 

To begin with the first lines of this note, it seems to 
us that if Mr. Gladstone had curbed his “desire to 
notice” the letters he refers to, and had written for an 
explanation to’ Mr. Trevor, he would have been in a 

ition either to deny the statements contained in those 
etters, or to institute such inquiries respecting the con- 
duct of the business referred to in the letters as might, 
in the end, satisfy the complainants, by finding out the 
faults in and amending the system complained of, thus 
ing “satisfaction for the past, and good hope of 

ent in time to’ come.” However, not having 

taken this prudent course, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer commences with an. assertion which is 
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directly opposed to the statement made by one of 
the writers of the letters in question, dated 4th 
August, and signed “ Solicitors.” The statement is as 


follows :—“ Being satisfied that the objection of Mr. 
Trevor was untenable, we memorialised the commis- 
sioners on the subject, and, after a considerable delay, 
we ascertained that, instead of reporting to the com- 
sr eaye Np nerens had taken upon himself to 
reply to the memorial by reiterating the. grounds of 
objection, and had alae pause the memorial 
itself.” This contains a charge which can neither be 
ignored nor, if true, explained away. No one knows 
better than those whose business takes them to 
Somerset House how important are the duties per- 
formed by Mr. Trevor, and how very hard it must 
be for him to please all who come to his office. - Pro- 
bably the mild and lamb-like temper of the gentle- 
man in question, which is well known to make hima 
= favourite with his clerks and colleagues in office, 

as been used to charm the majority of solicitors; and 
the few who now make their voices heard are those who 
have never been fortunate enough to come under its 
influence. Be that as it may, it is tolerably clear that 
nothing can be obtained from Mr. Trevor which. he 
does not choose graciously to afford. . Here is the tale of 
one who signs himself “* A Solicitor,” and writes, on the 
5th August, from 3, South-square, Gray’s-inn. He sa: 
speaking of Mr. Trevor—‘ An interview or two with 
that gentleman will induce most persons to consider the 
following as correct propositions :—That the main object 
of all persons having business at the office is to defraud 
the revenue; that the collection of the legacy duties is 
the only proper object in life; and that the rights and 
interests of all persons must be sacrificed to this. With 
this view the English axiom is reversed, and the eon- 
troller’s rule is, that the innocent ought to suffer for the 
guilty, and that it is better that ten persons who have 
paid should pay again, or be put to great loss and incon- 
venience, rather than the revenue should lose a penny.” 
Suppose it were so, how does that justify a gentleman in 
not only sitting in judgment in his own case, but, 
senting his own decision as the judgment of that Court 
of Appeal which Mr. Gladstone says would have done 
right, but which Mr. Trevor took good care, such is the 
accusation, should never hear that the complaint had been 
made? Bad, however, as this is: bad as is the obstrue- 
tiveness of the Legacy and Succession Duty Office, all 
that is as nothing compared with what we must consider 
the very worst feature of the case, about which no one 
has the means of knowing anything, and which we shall 
now proceed to point out. 

It will be observed that Mr. Gladstone’s note does not 
touch the chief point at issue between Mr. Trevor and 
the public, when he resorts to such a general explana- 
tion, if so it may be called, as is comprised in recom- 
mending an appeal to Mr. Trevor's official ors 
The question we would ask Mr. Gladstone is ~if 
such a system of book-keeping prevails in the 
and Succession Duty Office, as is disclosed by the fact 
that the officials are ignorant whether sums ay twenty 
or even forty years ago are paid or not, why is. such a 
system allowed to continue for a single day, or why is 
not inquiry instituted with a view to a _some- 
thing better? One would suppose that, for their own 


security, men who are daily in the receipt of public 
money would prefer to have such a cheek npon 
their actions as would leave no opening even in 


appearance for the commission of fraud. But, wewould 
ask, is this the case? Is there no opening for the com- 
mission of fraud? Can we, who know little or nothing 
of the way in which the accounts are kept at Somerset 
House, be certain that frauds are not frequent? - It 
would be impossible, looking at the complaints which 
have lately been made public, to say that they are not ; 
indeed, if the complaints made are strictly and literally 
true—and we know from experience that omilar cases do 
occur—there seems to be every encouragement given to 
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those who might unfortunately be tempted to such a prac- 
tice. The following extract will serve to exemplify the 
mistakes which are continually being made; it is taken 
from one of the numerous letters already referred to :— 
Some years ago, some relatives of mine were called 
upon to pay a large sum of money for legacy duty on 
the residuary estate of their father, who had then been 
dead thirty years. The executors and trustees of the 
will were dead, and the estate had been divided or ap- 
yoruet for more than twenty years, and the receipts 
eould not be found. I called at the Legacy Duty 
Office, and saw one of the clerks, who referred to the 
books, and, while he was inspecting them, I perceived 
an entry of payment of the exact sum which my rela- 
tives were then required to pay. To this I drew his 
attention, when he modestly told me that the applica- 
tion was ‘a mistake,’ and that it had arisen from the 
ony in question having been made in the wrong part 
of the account. Upon being told this, I asked for 
some note or memorandum that the duty had been paid, 
or to be allowed to see that a proper entry had been 
made. Whereupon the book was shut up with a slam, 
and I was discharged with the assurance of the clerk 
that he would ‘ make it all right.” 

Two questions might be asked with regard to this 
statement, assuming it to be true. First, we would ask 
Mr. Trevor, supposing the amount demanded had been 
paid, what would have become of the money when the 
mistake had been discovered, which discovery must have 
taken place very shortly? Next, we would ask solici- 
tors if, in their experience, duty long overdue demanded 
by Mr. Trevor, and paid, has ever in any instance 
been returned, on the ground that it was demanded 
by mistake ? 

The note of the Chancellor of the Exchequer may most 
probably be explained in this way :—Mr. Trevor, feeling 
the attack upon him to be rather severe, writes to his 
superior, with such an explanation as he sees fit, re- 
Soe protection against his anonymous assailants. 

bly Mr. Trevor does not admire the protection 
more than he did the original attack, and would have 
preferred to be made famous by a Parliamentary in- 
iry. Well, be it so; by all means let a commission 
inquire into the mode of conducting business in the 
Legacy and Succession Duty Office, and we may then 
to hear disclosures respecting his office which 
Mr. Trevor does not now vouchsafe togive us. It is, 
no doubt, natural that Mr. Gladstone should protect Mr. 
Trevor in the discharge of his public duties, but there 
are cases in which the official instinct were better dis- 
regarded; and in the present instance we feel unable to 
decide which of these gentlemen is to be deemed the 
mare unfit to be a public servant—the former on his 
own showing, or the latter on the showing of the 
writers of those letters to which we have so often made 
reference. 


i 





STOPPAGE IN TRANSITU. 


Tt seems a strange thing that, long as stoppage in 
transitu has been acknowledged and acted on in our law 
asa practical doctrine, its nature, limits, and extent are 
still not definitely understood, and this not merely as re- 

minute incidents and consequences, but as regards 
ts very essence and constitution. It is a matter of doubt 
to this very day whether a stoppage in transitu operates 
to rescind the contract of sale, or whether its effect be 
merely to restore to the vendor his lien for unpaid pur- 
chase money which he had lost by parting with the 
ion of the goods sold. ’ 

So far as authority on the subject goes, we seek in 
vain for any certainty: in Gibson v. Carruthers, 8 M. & W. 
$21; in Jenkyns v. Usborne, 8 Scott, N. R. 522; in Went- 
worth ¥. Outhwaite, 10 M. & W. 451; Stephens v. Wil- 
kinson, 2 B. & Ad. 320; Wilmhurst v. Bowker, 5 Bing. 
N. ©. 547 ; in error, 8 Seott, N. R. 570, 7 Man. & Gr, 
882; in Bloram ¥. Saunders, 4 B. & C. 948; and in the 





older case of Hodgson v. Loy, 7 T. R. 446, opinions 
varying in weight and in confidence haye epee nn 
by different ju ges on the subject, none ‘of yeeem, 
however, to be distinct judgments on the point. Lord 
Abinger, C.B., and Tindal, C.J., seem to have considered 
that a stoppage in transitu absolutely rescinded the'eon- 
tract. Parke, B., considered the question as still in 
and hardly expressed the leaning of his individual’ 
ment, which is the course taken by several other pn 
in some of the cases above-named. Lord Kenyon, C.J.;and 
Bayley, J., both express strong opinions that i¢ 
— to renew the vendor's lien, otherwise with ; 
and the latter goes on to say that if the vendor sell the 
property when he ought not—pending the stoppage in 
transitu, before the assignees have had an opportunity 
of electing to confirm the purchase and pay the price—the 
assignees may bring an action for the wrongful conversion, 
and recover damages to the extent of the injury. The 
case of Clay v. Harrison, 10 B. & C. 99, is, however, if 
sound, a distinct authority for total rescission, as‘on the 
other principle it could not be supported at all. There, a 
merchant shipped a cargo of deals to the bankrupt in 
England, under contract, to be paid for by a bill at three 
months, which was duly accepted; the bankrupt in- 
sured the deals, the vessel carrying them was stranded 
on the voyage, and the bankrupt gave to the under- 
writers notice of abandonment, but the merchant abroad 
stopped the deals in transitu. It was held that by the 
stoppage the bankrupt had lost all insurable interest, 
and that the assignees could not recover on the Policy. 
Notwithstanding this case, and the various dicta by 
which it is supported, we venture to think that the other 
opinion before stated rests on the sounder foundation 
of principle, and cannot be said to have been definiti 
set aside by authority, the balance being very nearly, 
not quite, as strong in its favour as againstit. In the first 
place, it brings into harmony with the principal cases on 
the subject various outlying branches of the same subject, 
which would otherwise have to be attributed to special 
arbitrary rules adapted to those branches only, and which 
are, nevertheless, so well established by authority as not 
easily to be ignored. Thus it seems well 
that a payment and acceptance of part of the price for 
the goods sold will not prevent the vendor from exer- 
cising the right of stoppage so long as any part of the 
price remains unpaid (/eise vy. Wray, 3 East, 98; Nichols 
y. Hart, 5 C. & P 179; Edwards v. Brewer, 2M. & W. 
375). This, on the principle that stoppage was a re- 
sumption of the vendor's lien, would be quite regular— 
a natural offshoot of the main stem ; but if stop be 
held to work a sap it would epee gan 
that a vendor, after accepting part of his 
money, is, under the circumstances of his purchaser's 
insolvency, entitled to rescind the contract of sale, 
without even tendering the amount of purchase-money 
already received, leaving the insolvent, or his assi 
to recover that amount by action ; for it seems clear that 
no tender is in such case requisite to entitle the vendor 
to stop the goods in transitu. It would be difficult’ to 
maintain any such doctrine as this on principle, and the 
doctrine would therefore have to be accepted as a mere 
arbitrary rule, resting for acceptance on authority alone. 
Such a doctrine would give to the vendor a right on the 
insolvency of his debtor which he would not have if the 
debtor, remaining solvent, should absolutely and finally 
refuse to perform his contract by payment of the 
residue of the price; for it is submitted that, after ac- 
ceptance of part of the price, the vendor could not 
rescind the contract even on the purchaser's refusal to 
complete, without beerroagy | a return of the part of ‘the 
price ly accepted. His remedy, unless he make 
such tender, would be, we submit, an action for the 
aoe of the goods, and not trover for the goods them- 
selves. i 
Again, it seems that the maintenance of the rene 
of rescission would be an entire breach of analogy with 
the rest of our law of bankruptcy or insolvency, 
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would have had, subject, however, to the specific equities, 
conditions, limitations, and incumbrances affecting such 

ights as against the insolvent. Now, the insolvent's 
on 8 contract of sale, would, but for the in- 
vency, be a right of property in the goods, subject to 


3. 


re 
eS 


an equity to pay the price of them; and though this 
equity would in such case be a duty enforceable onl 
against him ‘avade 


hi ponnped ly, and not against the 
specifically, (the vendor's lien on them being lost by 
parting with possession,) yet in its nature it is an equity 
the purchaser in seapegt of specific property. 
Such an equity would reasonably and naturally be given 
effect to by al the vendor to resume on of 
the goods th until the price should be paid, so 
as such possession could be resumed without pro- 
ly leading to any violence; as by the vendor's merel 
counterman his own mandate. On the other hand, 
J pee the vendor to rescind the contract of sale, 
option of the assignees to complete the contract 
would be taken away; and — the contract might 
be a most beneficial one to the bankrupt estate, they 
would have no opportunity allowed of paying the con- 


tract price, and ting the geeks sold ; which may in- 
deed be law, but is not like the rest of the law relating 
to the same subj 


reason for our belief that a resumption of 
lien and not a rescission of contract is the basis of the 
practice of sto in transitu, is the fact that the root 
of the law on the matter in this country is found his- 
torically in the equity and not in the legal side of our 
jurisprudence. The earliest cases in which we find the 
¢ asserted and allowed are cases in equity— Wiseman 
v. Vandeput, 2 Vern. 203; Smee y. Prescote,1 Atk. 246 ; 
wd D Aquila vy. Lambert, Amb. 39, 2 Eden, 75. It is 
to understand how the ey of a rescission of 
the contract could have found its root in our equity 
system—it smacks much more of the precise, arbitrary, 
and rigid nature of the rules of common law; while it is 
aie easy to conceive how the doctrine of a resumption 
f lien would arise naturally from our equity system, 
und not only arise generally, but arise with the precise 
ich we find it bounded, 
tation ly, we would submit the doctrine would 
arise with its present limitations in the following 
manner. So long as the goods are in the hands of the 
carrier or middJeman, they are in action as between the 
vendor gnd purchaser, and so long there is room for the 
i of: equity to injunction the 
from ing with them till equity be done, 
pa Win = the case ae sale til the patee. 0 
i y the price, the injunction 
be dissolved ; if they conclusively refused to re- 
then the lien obtained by the injunction might be 
, and so virtually the contract of sale rescinded, 


i 


5 


but not rescinded until the assignees have elected not to 
confirm it. Or, again, suppose both parties claiming the 
goods from the middleman, who, having no interest him- 


self, has an equity to compel them to interplead, the 
‘Court then oe it he who seeks to obtain the goods 
must do equity by paying for them ; and here, again, 
the election is given to the assignees to confirm and per- 
form the contract, or else to rescind by the consent of 
the vendor. We do not mean to say that the precise 
courses here were ever actually taken; but the 
possibility of theix being taken would define the rights 
of the parties, and thus the doctrine would arise, not 
historically, but logically, out.of such a condition of our 


We ahem, Careers my since a root is traceable in 
principle doctrine if it operate as a resumption 
of lien only, while it is altogether arbitrary if it operate 

an 


I 





as jssion of the contract, the former is 
on this ground also the preferable doctrine. 


TO REMAINDERMAN. 
Benyon v. Morris, V.C. 8., 12 W. RB. 1028. 
A main feature of the contest between the 

of the old system of land title and con 

the advocates of public land transfer schemes has 
the difference of opinion as to privacy in the keeping 
muniments and evidences of ownership. From the 
extreme of the advice of Lord Eldon to put your 
ments into your muniment chest, and sit upon it, 
other extreme of the popular theory that dealings 
land ought to be open to public knowledge like bills 
sale of goods, so that the territorial debtor may retain 
advantage of appearances which is denied to one 
obliged to part with his hold over his mo 
shades of policy have appeared at one time or another in 
recent years. In like manner, on one side if is argued 
that settlements are purely domestic matters: on the 
other, that they compromise the interests of the com- 
munity. As regards real property, the law has favoured 
privacy of title. ing j 


gone 


nee thee 


cepting the particular counties of Middlesex and York- 
shire, no public disclcsure of land-title has been made 
compulsory. In accordance with this view, the Land 
Transfer Act, which has only a voluntary operation as to 
putting land on the register, confines the of in- 
specting the register to owners of estates and 
recorded in it, or their agents, unless under an order of 
the Court of Chancery; no provision being made even for 
inspection by conterminons proprietors. 

Safety and privacy are not the only motives which 
have influenced tenants in possession under 
in their endeavours to take advantage of the law in favour 
of the strong box. They have wished to contribute their 
support to the settlement by precluding remaindermen 
from gaining such a knowledge of their own interests in 
respect either of estate or property settled, as would cori- 
duce to an alienation or incumbrance of the remainder. 
It seems to be a law of human nature, under settlement, 
that everyone claims all possible liberty for himself, and 
seeks to keep every possible fetter on the other pers 
who are entitled under the limitations. In the present 
case, the tenant in possession refused, in his answer to the 
plaintiff’s bill, to set out adescription of the settled estates, 
alleging that he was unwilling to afford the plaintiff any 
facilities for incumbering his estate in remainder. Con- 
siderable real estates had been devised to the use of David 


to the use of his first and every other son 
default of such issue, to the use of the plaintiff for his 
life, with remainder to the use of his first 

son in tail; and the will gave a power of 
proviso for forfeiture of the estate of a 
cutting timber. The defendant Pugh was 
years old, and unmarried. The plaintiff, wishing to charge 
his life estate in remainder, filed his bill in conjuygtion 
with his infant son, praying, among other things, 
tion of the title-deeds, and that the defendants mig 
forth a full description and particular of all the settled 
estates, and for deposit, if necessary, of the deeds, . 
for the reason above mentioned, refusing discovery of 
estate, the plaintiff excepted. 

The defendant’s idea of making himself moral pre 
tector of the settlement received some countenance 
the rule between father and son, as stated by 
Hardwicke in Lord Lempster v. Lord Pomfret, Amb, 454 
—*“If a bill is brought by a son against his father 
discovery of deeds, as auxiliary to an action to, be broy 
at law, or relief sought in this court, he is entitled to 
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case he ought not to have such discovery.” It is ques- 
tionable whether, at the present day, when the Court is 
rather desirous of escaping from the inconvenience of its 
paternal solicitude for reversioners, the purposes for which 
even the son of a tenant for life contemplates ascer- 
taining his interest in remainder would be scrutinised by 
the Court. But there is no doubt that, generally, a 
remainderman, whose remainder is immediate and vested, 
has a right to see the deeds, and conseqnently, we presume, 
to be furnished with the particulars of the settled estate, 
without which discovery the deeds might be of little 
avail. The plaintiff’s estate, although not immediate in 
limitation, was immediate under the circumstances. His 
case, too, was strengthened by the leasing power, im- 
posing a forfeiture. The Vice-Chancellor, on the general 
ground that the remainderman was greatly interested in 
getting the information required, decided that the excep- 
tions must be allowed with costs. As the custody of 
deeds, and the furnishing particulars of settled estates, 
are peculiarly within the duties of the family lawyer, 
Benyon vy. Morris will impose cantion in advising in 
cases where the client in possession is disposed to take a 
too patriarchal view of his position. 
ASSIGNMENT OF OHOSES IN ACTION OUT OF LAND. 
Re Hughes’ Settlement, V.C.W., 12 W. R. 1025. 

The maxim qui prior est tempore potior est jure, which 
regulates the order of precedence among persons having 
merely equitable interests in land, so that notice to the 
trustee of the legal estate is not necessary to perfect an 
assignment, must be applied with a discrimination between 
equities in the land itself and equities in moneys to arise 
from a disposition of the land. A charge of money on land, 
and an interest in money to be raised by mortgage of land, 
approach each other so nearly, that in either case the per- 
son entitled to the money may proceed in equity to cause 
the money to be realised. But there is this difference, 
that in the latter case the person has nothing to do with 
the land itself in raising the money. The trustees would 
raise it, The cestui gue trust’s estate is in the money 
when raised. It is only his remedy which touches the 
land. 

As respects the transfer of a legal mortgage of land, no 
question of notice to the mortgagor can practically arise 
for the purpose of priority; because the debtor cannot 
recover his estate without payment of the debt to the 
transferee. Again, if the legal mortgagee or transferee 
creates any equitable interest in the mortgage by charge 
or deposit, the equitable maxim of priority by reason of 
time is available as between the parties equitably entitled. 
In such cases the question of priority has arisen as re- 
gards the transfer of the debt, considered in relation to 
the mortgagor’s covenant or his bond, or other collateral 
security not giving a lien on the land. In Matthews v. 
Walwyn, 4 Ves. 119, a bankrupt had deposited a mort- 
gage and bond, without notice to the mortgagor; Lord 
Alvanley decreed that the assignees should execute a valid 
assignment. That authority was followed by Sir William 
Grant in Jones v. Gibbons, 9 Ves. 410. With regard, he 
remarked, to the mere bond or covenant, which perhaps 
might accompany the mortgage, it was said that all the 
ceremonies declared to be necessary as to debts in gene- 
ral ought.to be observed. But it was difficult to say the 
mortgage passed, and was well assigned to one person, 
and yet the debt remained in another. It was impossible 
that it could be so divided. Therefore, by the assign- 
ment of the mortgage, the debt necessarily passed, as in- 
cident to it; and it was clear that to constitute a 
valid assignment, notice to the mortgagor was not neces- 


sary. 

But a different doctrine was held by the House of 
Lords, confirming the decision of Sir John Leach, to be 
applicable in Foster v. Cockerell, 3 Cl. & Fin. 456, where 
the assignment was of- moneys to be raised by sale of 
real estate. In 1812, the Duke of Marlborough conveyed 
estates to trustees upon trust to raise moneys to pay off 
certain annuities and debts, for which purposes they 





were empowered to sell, or mortgage in the meantime; 
and they were to pay the surplus of moneys raised after 
the duke’s death to the Marquis of Blandford. A puwisne 
incumbrancer on the marquis’ interest was adjudged to 
be entitled to priority by reason of notice to the trustees; 
Lord Lyndhurst and Lord Brougham considering that the 
principle laid down in the cases of Dearle v. Hall, 3 
Russ. 49 n., and Loveridge v. Cooper, ibid., was applicable. 
Lee v. Howlett, decided by V. C. Wood, 4 W. BR. 406, was 
a similar case. <A testator directed a farm to be sold 
after his widow’s death, and the proceeds to be. divided 
among his children. One of the children, in the widow’s 
lifetime, mortgaged his interest under the will to three 
successive incumbrancers, the second of whom, and, after 
the secon@, the third of whom, gave notice to the trustee, 
The Vice-Chancellor, in his judgment, said that notice 
was required in order to perfect a security on a fund, 
The doctrine did not apply to securities on estates in land, 
In the case then before him there was a trustee for gale, 
through whose hands the money must pass... Neither the 
mortgagor nor any of the incumbrancers could. claim 
interest in the land as land. That the time for sale had 
not arrived was immaterial; the question was only what 
was the nature of the interest mortgaged, _. 

The present case, as compared with Foster v. Cockerell 
and Lee vy. Howlett, presented the new feature that the 
trust, in a marriage settlement, was in the alternative, by 
sale or mortgage to raise a sum of money and pay it 
between the younger children of the marriage. It is true 
that, in Foster v. Cocherell, mortgage was mentioned, 
but only as a temporary expedient, One of the.sons.of 
the marriage executed a mortgage, notice of which was 
given to the trustees of the settlement. He afterwards 
made to the mortgagee a further charge, of which no 
notice was given, and finally became bankrupt. The 
dispute was between the incumbrancer and the assignees, 
as to the sum comprised in the further charge. The 
Vice-Chancellor held that the option to raise the money 
by sale or mortgage did not distinguish this case. The 
option was not given to the incumbrancer, who had.no 
charge, and whose interest could only reach him .as 90 
much money to be raised by the mortgage, he having no 
voice as to how it was to be raised. The. trustees would 
raise it by sale or mortgage. If they did it by sale, the 
case would be identical with Lee v. Howlett; and if by 
mortgage, there would be no real difference; the principle 
being, not whether the charge was to be raised in one 
way or another, but whether the assignor had or had 
not an interest in the land in question, The trus- 
tees were not trustees for the assignor in any sense. 
Although he might claim to have the money raised, he 
could not have filed his bill to have a charge made on. the 
trustees. The case of an equitable mortgagee was quite 
different. 

The mode now commonly adopted in settling land, both 
in deeds and wills, by a conveyance in trust for sale, and 
division of the proceeds, after the death of the tenants for 
life (if any), among children, renders it im 
solicitors, on whom the business of notice falls, sh 
bear in mind these cases. By the trust for sale, wha 
virtually a remainder in land becomes technically a chose 
in action, although, as is often the case, the land con- 
tinue actually unconverted during a great length of time. 








COURTS, 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GouLBurRN.) . sie 
Aug. 5.—In re A. H. Estcourt.—The bankrupt was a bar- 
rister, of Newport, Isle of Wight. The debts amounted to the 
sum of £5,429; assets, £6. This was an adjourned examination 
meeting. 
Mr. Linklater, for the assignees, asked for a farther adjourns 
ment, to give time for investigation. ; 
His Honour acceded to the application, and adjourned the - 
case till November, 


————o 
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HOME CIRCUIT. 
GuILpForp. 
(Before Mr. Baron Martin and a Special Jury.) 

Aug. 8.—Direy.v. Hamilton and Others.—This was an 
action by a Frenchman againet Mr. Hamilton and Mr. Fleming, 
private gentlemen; the Rev. B. Hichens, a clergyman; Mr. 
Druce, a solicitor; Dr. Webster, a medical man; and Mr. 
Lassam, a respectable tradesman, a baker, all residing in 
Dulwich, for a conspiracy to ruin him. The plaintiff has for 
some years been in this country as a teacher of the French 
language. In 1860 or 1861 the plaintiff circulated some 
charges of a shocking character against some young gen- 
tlemen of the place, and this led to his dismissal from the 
Camberwell School, and to a rupture between him and Mr. 
Hamilton, and also with Mr. Fleming. He then wrote a letter 
to that gentleman, so disgusting that he himself hesitated to 
read its exact terms; and about that time certain disgusting 
pictures and letters were sent to some young ladies of the 
neighbourhood, which these gentlemen, from what appeared to 
them to be the resemblance of style and other internal evi- 
dence, ascribed to the plaintiff; and Mr. Hamilton and Mr. 
Fleming met Mr. Lassam at the Greyhound, Dulwich, to 
compare notes, and arrived at the conclusion or suspicion 
that the plaintiff was the author and sender of these pic- 
tures; and the result was, that Miss Thornley heard of it, 
and employed Mr. Druce to inquire into the matter, and 
he did so, and the plaintiff was dismissed from the ladies’ 
school over which she presided. His pupils were, of course, 
withdrawn from him, and he was, as he alleged, ruined. 
There were criminal proceedings threatened against him, and, 
therefore, he brought this action for “conspiracy to destroy 
him by false charges.” The declaration stated that the defen- 
dants wickedly and maliciously conspired, combined, and 
confederated together to ruin and oppress the plaintiff, and 
prevent him from being employed or from carrying on 
his business as a teacher of languages; and that in pur- 
suance of the said conspiracy the defendants (Hamilton, 
Fleming, and Lassam) met at the Greyhound Inn, Dul- 
wich, and in the presence of Medlicott, the innkeeper, pro- 
duced certain obscene letters and pictures, and falsely and 
maliciously 7° of the plaintift these words: —“ These have 
been sent to Miss Bayley, and to the daughter of Mr. Fleming, 
and toa daughter of John Lassam, It is Direy who wrote 
and drew and sent these filthy pictures and letters.” And 
that, in further pursuance of the said conspiracy, the defendants 
falsely and maliciously spoke the following words of the plain- 
tiff: —“* mp Na sent obscene letters and pictures to females, 
He is an person to associate with or to be employed as a 
teacher of languages.” And that, in further pursuance of the 
said conspiracy, the defendants falsely and maliciously spoke 
of the plaintiff the following words:—“ Direy has told us that 

wife went once into his room when he lived at your lodg- 

and made him a loose proposal, which he declined. He 
has, moreover, sent filthy letters and pictures to females, and 
he deserves no mi at your hands.” And that the defendant 
Hichens falsely and maliciously spoke to divers friends and 
former pupils of the plaintiff these words :—“ Direy is a dis- 
honourable man, and a debaucher of youth.” And that the 
defendants Fleming and Druce spoke these words:—‘ He is 
& bad and im man, and is unfit to be employed as a 
tutor.” And that the defendant Webster said to the plaintiff's 
landlady, “ Direy is a bad and dangerous man, and you should 
turn him out of your lodgings.” And that the defendant 
Webster, in further pursuance of the conspiracy, falsely and 
maliciously spoke these words:—“Direy is a ruffian, a 
scoundrel, a Jesuit in disguise, a man most dangerous to the 
honour of families, and a vile defamer.” And that, ia further 
pursuance of the said conspiracy, the defendant Hamilton 
falsely and maliciously wrote to an employer and friend of the 
plaintiff an anonymous letter, containing the following words :— 

. Madam,—You cannot be,aware of the character of a man 
going by the name of Direy, who is a teacher at your house. 
Without exception, he is one of the greatest villains ever heard 
of. In proof of these things I refer you to Mr. Long, of the 
Brighton College, Dr. Webster, Mr. William Fleming, or 
Miss Barry, all of whom have dismissed the man from their 
houses for conduct the most disgusting and bad. . * te 
If your husband will take the trouble to see these gentlemen 
he can bear witness to the most filthy letters of libel ever penned 
by the human hand. He has defrauded a poor man named Rolfe 
of a large amount of money. He is certainly a villain of the 
deepest dye. For the present I subscribe only, 

“A Lover or Trura.” 





By means of which premises the Rev. F. Gace, Mr. Knowles» 
Miss Thornley, Mr. J. Thorn, Mr. Lloyd, and others refused 
to employ the plaintiff as a tutor or otherwise, or to have any 
dealings, transactions, acquaintance, or discourse with him, and 
he was summarily dismissed from his situation as a teacher of 
languages at the Ladies’ College, Champion-hill, and he was 
and is wholly ruined and prevented from carrying on his 
hiring as a teacher of languages, and was and is i 
injured. and he claims £1,000. The defendants all pleaded 
€ Not Guilty.” 

The plaintiff appeared in person. 

Mr, Bovill, Q.C., und Sir George Honyman appeared for 
the defendant Druce; Mr. Hawkins, Q.C., and Mr. Charles 
Wood appeared for the defendants Fleming, Webster, and 
Lassam; Mr. Denman, Q.C., and Mr. Cohen appeared for the 
defendant Hichens; Mr. Serjt. Ballantine and Mr. J. Brown 
appeared for the defendant Hamilton. 

The plaintiff proceeded to state his case. He said he had 
applied to as many as eighteen attorneys to undertake his case, 
and that of these about one-third at once declined to undertake 
it, and “dismissed him with rebuke,” telling him that it was 
madness in him to engage in a contest with gentlemen of such 
position and influence, One-third of them went into the case 
fully, and declined to take it up on account of its filthy nature; 
while the remaining third—of.the class called “ pettifoggers ” 
—had deluded him, defrauded him for many months, and had 
taken his money and betrayed his counsel. He therefore had 
to conduct his own case. He then entered into a long state- 
ment respecting the whole of his life, ascribing the origin of 
the defendants’ hostility to Mr. Druce, After oven, Sra 
patience of the Court for several hours, by reading 
which he said he wrote but never sent, and by making scan- 
dalous charges against numerous youths and other persons not 
concerned as defendants, but. never stating his case, the plain- 
tiff proceeded to call his witnesses. 

Mr. Medlicott, the innkeeper of the Greyhound, Dulwich, 
spoke to the meeting there. No one, he said, stated directly 
that the plaintiff was the author of the pictures and, letters. 
It was supposed that the plaintiff was the author, and witness 
said he supposed so himself. 

Miss Thornley, superior of the Ladies’ Collegiate School, 
Champion-hill, stated that she called on the defendant, Mr. 
Druce, as an attorney, telling him that she wanted to know 
something as to the plaintiff's character, and thought that she 
could not prosecute the inquiries herself. Being asked what set 
her upon such an inquiry, she said that it was an anonymous 
letter. She asked Mr. Druce, she said, to inquire, or see anyone 
who came to inquire about the plaintiff, and to answer instead of 
her. Being asked by the plaintiff how her confidence in him 
was shaken, she answered, “ Many things he has said to me 
himself.” Being asked what things they were, she refused to 
say. She said the subject was not one on which she could 
herself have any conversation, and hence she asked Mr. Druce 
to undertake it for her. She had dismissed the plaintiff, but 
she denied that she had done so at the instigation of Mr. Druce. 
She dismissed him because she was convinced that he was 
not a proper person to be employed in the instruction of the 
young. 

The learned JupGx observed that it was time to call some 
witness who could state something tending to sustainthe charge 
of conspiracy. At present there was not # particle of evidence 
of such a conspiracy as to any of the defendants. ; 

The defendant, Mr. Lassam, stated that beastly letters had 
been addressed to some of the young ladies, including his own 
daughter, and being asked his belief upon the matter, said, 
“I believe that you are the author of them.” ‘The plaintiff 
exclaimed, “ It is a lie.” Upon which the learned j 
he could not allow such language, and. would commit him for 
contempt. 

Mr. Fleming, another of the defendants, being asked if he 
had heard the plaintiff use improper language, answered 
promptly, “ Yes, very often; you used language not fit for mem 
to use.” Being asked as to the letters sent to his daughter, 
the witness said ‘I believe you sent them, but I am happy to 
say that she never saw them.” 

Dr. Webster, another of the defendants, being asked as to 
the “libellous letter he had written of the plaintiff,” he 
answered that he had written no libellous letter, but simply 
the truth; and he adhered to every word of it: “and,” ssid 
the witness with indignation, “ after the detestable letter you 
showed me as having been written by you, I said that a man ~~ 
who would write jac a letter was a disgrace to human nature, 
and was capable of writing anything, And 1 deem it a very 
great misfortune ever to have known such a fellow.” 
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Mr. Druce said he had been consulted by Miss Thornley, 
the superior of the Ladies’. Collegiate School. The plaintiff 
had, before he could stop him, read some letters to him. Mr. 
Fleming bad produced a letter from the plaintiff, which justified 
his dismissal; and anybody, he said, who had written that letter, 
laid himself fairly open to the suspicion of being the author 
of the vile and odious letters alluded to as sent to the ladies. 

This being the plaintiff's case, 

Mr. Baron Martin, without summing up, committed the 
case to the jury, who immediately returned a verdict for the 
defendants. 

(Before Mr. Justice Wines and a Special Jury.) 

Aug. 9.—Tingey v. Wright.—This was an action upon a 
bill of exchange for £84, brought by an indorsee against a 
previous endorser. 

Mr. Bovill, Q.C., Mr. Day, and Mr, Martin appeared for 
the plaintiff; and Mr. Hawkins, Q.C,, and Mr. C. W. Wood 
for the defendant. 

Mr. Kisch, of Lancaster-place, an attorney, had received 
the bill in question in payment of the costs of an action in 
which the defendant had been concerned; that it had after- 
wards been paid away to one Isaacs, a clothier, near Covent- 
garden; and that he, not wishing to appear as the plaintiff, 
had handed it back to Kisch, who used the name of the plain- 
tiff, a client of his, who had no interest in the bill, for the 
purposes of the action. 

The defendant pleaded that he had not indorsed the bill, 
— that the acceptors, Messrs, Davies, merchants, of Hull, had 
paid it. 

The cause had been entered after the commission day; 
and it appeared that on the 20th and 21st July the defendant 
had made overtures to Mr. Kisch personally for a settlement; 
that on the latter day he had offered to pay £50 down and the 
balance on a future day; and thatafter the defendant left Kisch’s 
office on the latter day the bill had been missed, and it was now 
lost. It also appeared that the plaintiff had received an anony - 
mous letter from some person threatening that in case the action 
was allowed to go on instructions had been given to the 
defendant’s counsel to vilify and cast ridicule upon the 
p'aintiff and his attorney, and many other persons mixed up 
in the action. 

At the conclusion of the evidence for the plaintiff, 

Mr. Hawkins submitted that there was no evidence that 
Tingey was the lawful holder at the commencement of the 
action. It had only appeared from the evidence of Isaacs that 
he had handed over the bill to Kisch, instructing him to sue 
upon it; but not in his (Isaacs’s) name. 

The learned Jupex reserved the question for the Court 
upon the terms that if there was a verdict for plaintiff, 
the debt and costs should be paid into court, and the case 


ed. 

Mr, Hawkins addressed the jury on behalf of the defendant, 
contending that this action was brought for the purpose of ob- 
taining payment a second time by Kisch, he well knowing that 
Davies settled the whole matter, and paid him both the 
amonnt of the bill and the costs. 

Daniel Wright, the defendant, stated that at the time he of- 
fered to pay to Kisch £50 on account of the bill which Kisch 
had refused to receive, he did not know that the bill had been 
fds 4 the acceptor; that afterwards Davies informed him that 

paid the bill, and showed him the bill with Kisch’s re- 
t thereon. 
is evidence was confirmed by the testimony of three 


itnesses, 
The learned Jupez, in summing up, said that the principal 
thing to consider was how the bill got ont of Kisch’s hands, 
and it was a most unusual thing in commercial cases for an 
action to be brought upon a bill of exchange without the pro- 
duction of the bill, Had the bill, as sworn to by Wright, been 
in ‘the hands of Davies, or was Wright’s and the other 
evidence a wicked concoction, or was the evidence of the 
plaintiff to prove that Davies had improperly obtained posses- 
sion of the bill a mere fabrication? The presumption of Jaw 
was that if a bill was in the possession of the acceptor, it had 
been settled. 

Verdict for the defendant, onthe ground that the bill had 
rot been produced. 

The foreman intimated that the jury did not wish any 
imputation to rest upon Mr. Kisch. 


MIDLAND CIRCUIT. 
Lzezps. 


Mr. Justice BLACKBURN. 


Ang, 9.—Paget vy. Conway—The plaintiff an attorney 





brought his action for £61 6s., the balance of his bill of 
costs. 

Mr. Digby Seymour, Q.C., and Mr. Gibbons were for the 
plaintiff, and Mr. Shepherd for the defendant. 

Verdict for the amount claimed, subject to taxation. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


CoLoNIAL, &¢., SOLICITORS. 

Sir,—Will you have the goodness to inform me, in your 
“ Answers to Queries,” upon the following:— 

Can a person who is articled to a solicitor in England for 
five years, have his articles transferred to a sol ia 
Bombay: and, if so, can he be admitted to practise out there 
without returning to England to pass an examination? 

Aug 6. C. Carew. 





AvUDIENCE or Soxicrrors’ CLERKS, 

Sir,—By virtue of what authority, or under what Act of 
Parliament, have a ag the — oe make an order that 
no agents, but only the parties themselves or @ practising 
solicitor, shall be heard before them? , 

Is it usual to make an exception in favour of articled clerks 
by those magistrates who make an order of this kind? 1 
fancy that I have met with a statement that this was so,in the 
London magisterial courts, It is, however, to country prac- 
tice that my queries especially refer. 8. J. E. 

Bristol, Aug. 4, 





AccounTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 

Sir,—With your indulgexce, I will say a few words as to the 
Accountant-General’s Office, At this season of the year, my 
allusions will, I apprehend, be peculiarly table, Let'me 
at once say, that, as regards the cashiers and clerks in this 
office, I know not an objection; without exception, I have 
always found these gentlemen obliging and courteous, and to an 
extent really worthy of commendation. Answering the ques. 
tions of practitioners all day long is, to say the least, a teal of 
patience, and especially so in matters of dry routine. 

What I propose to deal with is the system at this office.’ It 
has long been suggested to transfer the whole business to 
Bank of England, and I suppose this will be the result, ‘Thi 
step would not interfere with the necessity for an “ Accountant. 
General ’”’ to inspect the books of the Bank, bnt it bape asl 
think, simplify the monetary operations of the Court; 
is surely wanted. What with the delay in drawing up. 
decrees and orders of the Court, aud carrying‘them out, ‘91 
patience is pretty well exhausted. More than this,—-theb 
are so kept as to be almost unintelligible to tie 
the public—to say the least, Perhaps these hasty qi 
will attract the attention of some of our law ona 
is the use of the Registrar's certificate or directions? J 
supposed, devised as an obstacle to dealing with the funds 
the Court, The order of the Court ought surely to bes 
cient for every purpose, whether of payments or transfers,’ ” 

All, Sir, that would seem to be necessary is, to. lod 
decree or order—as the case may be—with the Aco 
General, whose duty it should be to carry it out. Hi 
perhaps, be relieved from the responsibility of divisions; 
consent of the parties or their solicitors should, as I 
sufficient. Then, after all, comes the final act of the s 
Registrar, who has to countersign the ue, Whoever in: 
vented this system? Exhausted with attendances at: the 
countant-General’s, the suitor or solicitor, after all, scare 
credits the conclusion of his labours till he gets the eash at 
Bank of England. Now, is it not time there was none 











such a system? It is, I believe, the universal feeling of 
profession that it should be altered, and that even at the’ 
of some few fees. we and diffivulties prejudice the 
the estimation of his clients—and this should be 
the public, At present there is a sort of po notion to the 
contrary, and the sooner this is removed the better for the pro- 
fession. The responsibility of the Bank of Eaghee is now 
such as to meet any question as to the security of the funds in 
court. It might be advantageous to transfer the present staff 
of cashiers and clerks to the Bank; the alteration must, of 
course, be made by an Act of Parliament. gree 

J. CuLvannovan., 


Aug. 3. 
Jupomenr, &c,, Law Awmnrpuent Aor °* 
Sir,—Will you allow, me space to say that the contribution 
proceeding from me did not contain the last paragraph pub- - 
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lished in the Solicitors’ Journal, reflecting on the Act as,a’ 
piece of legislation? Jas. Pasx (not Park). 
Common Pleas Registry, Aug. 8, 1864. 


[The misprint of Mr. Pask’s name, and the omission of the 
inverted commas intended to mark the authenticity of the 
paragraph he alludes to, were accidental typographical errors, 
ie which we beg to apologise, With the utmost care on all 
hands, such occasional alige are unavoidable—Ed, S. J.] 





Hopeman v. WEST Mipiaxp Rattway Company, 12 
W.R. 1054 (9B.) 

Sir,—In reading this case I was considerably arom with 
the judgments of Mellor and Blackburn, JJ.; and, notwith- 
standing the authority of those two eminent judges, to which I 
would ever bow with deference, I cannot, with my limited 
capacities, bring my mind to any other conclusion but that 
the jadgment of the majority of the Court was against both 
natural justice and law, with all its principles, exceptions, and 
ais alonied Tt has frequently occurred to me that the prin- 
in our criminal courts, of giving the benefit of the 

m who but for that doubt would be the suf- 
y, might be safely extended to civil matters, and 
omnes doubt exists in a legal technicality or the appli- 
cability of a particular rule to the circumstances of a case, the 
benefit of such doubt should, irrespective of extraneous matters, 
and as an abstract principle, be given to the party who would, 
but for that doubt, be the sufferer pecuniarily; and, @ fortiori, 
when considering collateral matters, natural justice, popular 
opinions, and universally adopted principles, are on the side of 
the sufferer. But, it may be argued, natural justice and 
equity have no place in our legal code; but, however, I presume 
that they have, and that its administration does not consist in 
technicalities alone; nay more, that-its object and spirit is to 
protect the sufferer and preserve good faith and honesty be- 
tween man and man. 

The question in this case resolves itself into a very small 
compass; and the principles of law leaning upon it are compa- 
tb few and simple. The facts are: plaintiff brought a 
horse (value £1,000) into defendants’ yard, for the purpose of 
delivering it to them for carriage; but whilst the horse was on 
defendants’ and in plaintiff's custody, and before a 
ticket was taken or contract entered into for its carriage, sus- 
tained an injury through the improper state of defendants’ 
premises. Now, looking at the facts, without reference to the 
proviso in section 7 of 17 & 18 Vict. c. 31, one readily per- 





ciple adopted 
Co 


ceives that plaintiff has reason and natural. justice on his side, 
and that ts would, irrespective of the above section, be 


liable. But to attract the above section so as to shield defen- 
dants from their liability, plaintiff does not seem to me to have 
eked enough. The question is, did the injury arise “in the 
g” the horse by the company? It seems to me not. 
The receiving was in ; nothing was actively done by the 
company (the above words are, of course, an active verb); no 
contract was entered into, no ticket taken, and, in fact, the 
horse was not handed over, or in the act of being’ handed over. 
But it seems to me the defendants are not liable as common 
at all, but by reason of neglige ence in the management 
premises on which the 7 invite the public, by analogy to 
le by which 3 shopkeeper who invites the public to his 
liable for leaving a trap door open without any protec- 
Bes which an intended customer suffers injury (Lan- 
Ganal Company v. Parnaby, 11 Ad. & E. 223). 
events, there seems to be considerable doubt as to 
ef the section in question, and whether the 
were, under the circumstances, liable as common car- 
; aud as the question is a very important one, and there is 
which, in my opinion, the sufferer is entitled to), I 
ntiff has, for the purpose of having the question 
venti » Sufficient materials to warrant him in taking 
the case to the Exchequer Chamber, by doing which 4 — 
doubtless confer a great boon upon the public, 
Maldon, August 9, 1864. 


: 


FS 
Z 


e 


Fg 
Fe 


2 
; 


te 





APPOINTMENTS, 
Joux Farninorox, of Stretford, in the county of Lancaster, 





magne to be a commissioner to administer oaths in Chancery in 


SERIITOPRER Batpock Carpew, Esq, to be-Clerk of the | 
Patents, 





IRELAND. 


COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 

Keegan v. Mowlds.—This was an application for a stay 
of proceedings against the plaintiff in respect of the de- 
fendant’s costs; the ground being that Mr. Mowlds, the defen- 
dant’s attorney, was not properly certificated. It appeared that 
this gentleman lived in the country, and had a country license 
only, but that his ordinary business was town business, which 
he carried on by an agent in Dublin. 

The Court held—first, that such an attorney was bound to 
take a Dublin certificate; and secondly, that he not having 
done co, the defendant was only entitled to costs out of 
pocket. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE, 


FRANCE. 
MARRIAGE OF PRiEsts. 

The question of the validity of the marriage of priests in 
France is now being tried by the civil tribunal of Angouleme, 
on an application by Abbe Chatagnon, a suspended priest, to 
compel the mayors of Montheirs and Plassac-Ronffial, to have 
the banns of marriage published between himself and Madame 
Ch-——., a widow. Several French tribunals have already de- 


cided in favour of liberty, so far as all priests abso- 
lutely relieved from the duties and obli of the minis- 
try. The present is the case of a suspended priest. 


Perhaps the plaintiff would not object to a decree of validity 
of marriage during the suspension of the office, on the prin- 
ciple laid down by Sir John Pratt in the famons Settlement 
Case, whick we may venture to parody thus:— 

Saith Mr. a The priestly vow 
Suspended doth remain 
Pending the sentence ; ,dut that o’er 
It doth revive again.” 

In that case what would be the-status of the wife, afler the 
determination of the suspension ? Would she bea widow, her 
husband being once again civiliter mortuus? 





Pusiic InsorMERS. 

The following account appears in os 8th A 

“ A very pore Je decree has just a the Bulletin des 
Lois, and one which the public ace a of ‘- maplereng oa 
would seem to render unnecessary. The decree in perth 
puts an end to what the French law calls révélation (in other 
words, the acts of public informers), in matters connected 
with state property or the lands of ancient church 
ments, and refuses all recompense to the person Brin, 
information, The system of denunciation existed to 9 Con- 
siderable extent in France under the ancient mongrehy, and 
the memoirs of the seventeenth century enregister with 
care the confiscations which the king accorded to seh 
such a noble, and frequently to women of titl—for the 
of the court showed a t avidity in running after such 
game. Originally, the informer denounced to the t 
the non-execution of some of those innumerable ordinances 
which the arbitrary authority of the day im 
such marvellous fecundity, at one time against 
another against the Protestants, and not prop ay 
private individuals. The informer received his 
a portion of what was recovered in fines or otherwise; and 
when a noble was the acting party, he often was ‘allowed 
the whole. The entire pose was of a most demoralising 
character, and soon extended itself to persons in the classes 
below. 

“The ordinance now repealed was issued on the 2ist 
August, 1816, and the object of the present Imperial. decree 


is to prevent any person from being disturbed in 
the possession of property which had once bu the 
State domain, and of which the title might wat be not: 


Jar.” 

The following is translated from the Journal du Notariat:— 

“ Marriage of a Frenchman in for parts—Formularies to 
be observed in Fronse 

“ Case:—A Frenchman, whose father is dead, and 
mother is alive and resident in France, had resided in 
for many years without having abandoned his original d 
He desires to marry in England. 

“‘ What are the formalities to be charwd in Pans in er 

to Freneh law? 
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s Qndly. Where the: marriage has been already solemnized i in 
the English form? 

“ Opinion :—By the terms of the Code Napoleon, Art. 170, 
the marriage of a Frenchman solemnized abroad ought to be 
preceded by publication of banns in France; but by numerous 
decrees, and especially that of the 8th March 1831, 6th March 
1837,10th March and 17th August 1841, the Court of Cassation 
has decided that this Article does not expressly declare that a 
marriage contracted abroad between French subjects is, in 
default of such publication, void in France; and that a marriage 
so contracted without publication in France is valid, at any rate 
in the absence ofan intention to evade any obligation impera- 
tively imposed by the law of France—as, for example, if there 
were no intention of evading the necessity of the consent of 
the progenitors (ascendanis). 

“In the present case the intended husband cannot dispense 
with obtaining, or at least asking for, the consent of his 
mother, but he may, in strictness, dispense with the publica- 
tion of banns in France, 

“If the marriage has already heen contracted in England 
without the consent of the mother, she can require it to be 
declared null and void if she has not approved of it, and has 
not allowed a year to pass since she first had notice of it. 
(Art. 183, Code Nap.)” AL, 

THE Great NewsPaPer Case, 

The Court of Cassation gave judgment on Saturday, after 
long deliberation, in the affair of MM. St. Cheron and de 
Finance de Clerbois, better known as that of the newspaper 
correspondents. It has decided that the sending of periodical 
political letters: intended to be inserted in duly authorised 
journals, does not of itself constitute the publication of a jour- 
nal falling under the application of Arts. 1 and 5 of the decree 
of February, 1852. The Court has therefore quashed the 
jadgment of the Imperial Court of Paris, and ordered a new 
trial before another imperial court, to be hereafter de- 
signated. 











ITALY. 
TERRIBLE SCENE IN AN ITALIAN Court. 
A fearfully dramatic scene took place the other day at the 
Court of Assin, at Chieti, where the famous brigand, Salvatore 


Scenna, was on his trial for a long catalogue of misdeeds, in- 
eluding assassination, rape, and arson, perpetrated during the 
course of a long career 0 guilt. Sentence was pronounced in 
the usual manner, amidst the breathless silence of all present. 
Seenna was condemned to death, three of his accomplices to 
twenty years at the galleys, and the four remaining prisoners 
were acquitted. A hum of applause followed the reading of 
the sentence, and the judges retired, leaving the condemned 
men in the hands of the force. Scenna appeared to be utterly 
stupified.and unmanned by the just severity of his sentence; 
but, on the + the carbineers to replace the fetters upon 
his wrists, he threw a rapid glance around him, with a 
sudden bound cleared the partition of the prisoner’s dock, and, 
in ping of a —— wound hurriedly inflicted on his pas- 
ange by one of the soldiers, made his way to the window, 
clim up with the agility of a cat, and flung himself down 
into the street. A dull crash was heard from without, and 
those who had hurried out of the court to see what had taken 
pies, lace, found Scenna writhing in a pool of blood and breathing 
last,. The remaining prisoners took advantage of the con- 
fusion and made a desperate effort to escape, but they were 
speedily overpowered 8 pe carried back to prison.—Galignani, 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


Lonpon anp Provincrat Law Assurance Society. 
The London and Provincial Law Assurance Society have de- 
clared @ dividend of 3s, 8d. per share upon the paid up capital 
of the society, which will be payable at the office on or after 
the 15th inst. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


The Royal Insurance Compeny held its annual meeting on 
the 5th inst., when it was announced that the year 1863 had 
been the most prosperons that the Company has experienced. 

At the half-yearly meeting of the London and a Commey Bank, 
held on the 5th inst., the *ebsirman announced that the net 
profit of the six months, after deducting all expenses, amounted 
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to £109,169 16s. 2d.; out of which a dividend of six per cent 
and a bonus of ten per cent, for the half-year, free of income 
tax, was declared. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
—- Aug. 5, at Grosvenor-crescent, Lady Frances Baillie, ofa 


ELGER—On Aug. 3, at me Phy py near Reading, the wife of G. Gwyn 
Eiger. Esq., Barrister- at-Law, of a son. 
FILDER—On Aug. 5, the wite of Mr. Edwa. Jones Filder, of Lincoln's. -inn, 


of a 

FRESHFIELD—On Aug. 9, at Reigate, the wife of William Dawes Fresh. 
field, Esq., of a daughter. 

HANCOCK—On Aug. 4, at Lansdowne-road, Dablin, the wife of William 
John Hancock, Esq., of a son. 

KENYON—On Aug 7, at Lower Berkeley-street, Portman-square, the 
wife of J. R. Kenyon, Est, Q.C., of two sons. 

LUSHINGTON~—On a , at Norfolk-square, W., the wife of Franklin 
Lushington, Esq., of a 

MAUGHAM—On Aug. rte at Paris, the wife of Robert Ormond Maugham, 


of a son, 

McMILLIN—On Aug. 6, at Brondsbury-road, Kilburn, the wife of Mr. 
John MeMillin, of a daughter. 

PATTISON—On Aug. 4, at Watford, Herts, the wife of Henry John Patti. 

son, Esq., of a daughter. 

THRINGOn A Aug. 7,at Fulwood, Liverpool, the wife of Theodore Titing, 
23q & 80} 

THOMSON—On Aug. 5, at Upper Clapton, the wife of A.C. Thomson, 
Esq., of a daughter. 

WOOD—On Ang. 3, at Tollington-road, Holloway, the wife of Henry F 
Wood, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 
HAGGARD—DEANE — On Aug. 4, at St. James’s, Paddington, Ellen 
Marian, daughter of James Parker Deane, Q.C., D.C.L., to 


Haggard. Captain Royal Artillery, son of the late John Haggard, LLD. 
HENSLOWE—KNIGHT—On June 18, at St. Goorne: 's Cathedral, Madras, 

Margaret Mary, eldest daughter of T. J. Knight, Esq. “OC, late her 

Majesty's Attorney-General for the island of Tasmania, to 

Edward, second son of Francis Hartwell Henslowe, Esq., 

manager of the Madras Irrigation and Canal Company, and Myers | 

her Majesty's Clerk of the Council, and Chairman of the Land Board, 

the Island of Tasmania. 

HILL—PONSONBY—On Aug. 6, at Mansergh, in Westmoreland, Alexen- 
der Staveley Hill, Esq., D.C L., Fellow of St. John’s College, Oxford, 
and of the Inner Temple, Barrister- -at-Law, to Katharine ial cam. 
oo eldest daughter of Miles Ponsonby, Esq., of Hale Hall, Cam- 


MANDER—-STRONG—On Aug. 6, at Norbiton Church, Surrey, Chartes 
John eee potas * e? Lincoln’s-inn, to Louisa, youngest daughter of 
Samuel Strong, Esq., of Norbitcn, 

PALEY -BOYDEN On Aug. 9, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, Captain 
R. 8. Paley, 12th Lancers, son of the late Thomas Pale: sr 
ter-at-Law, to Anne, only daughter of William Boyden, ‘Fsq., 


TIFFIN--STAMMERS—On Aug. 9, at the church of St. John the be oy 
Kentish-town, Mr. William Tiffin, of Bartholomew-road, to Lonisa 
eldest daughter of Joseph Stammers, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
DEATHS. 
JONES—On Aug; 10, at 77, Gloucester-street, Pimlico, and of 10, 
street, Lincoln’ s-inn-fields, Mr. Thomas Jones, in the 45th year of 


MURTON—On Aug. 7, at 19, Randolph-road, Maida-vale, W., stein, 
the infant son of Walter Murton, Esq., Solicitor, aged 11 weeks. 
RANDLES—On Aug. 2, at his residence, The Willows, Ellesmere, William 

Henry Randles, Solicitor. 

RICHARDSON— On Aug 7, at Thorndean, Greenock, in the 24th ‘year of 
his age, Andrew Richardson, second son of James he Grieve, Esq., Pro- 
vost of Greenock. 

WARD— On Aug. 3, at Randolph-road, Maida-hill West, Louisa pang 
wife of Newman Ward, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ewataisl’ 


The amount of Stock heretofore danding én Ge fallening ames ‘wilt be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months:— 

Hornsvucke, Jonn Wittiam, Bray, Berks, Gent. £21 14s. 34, Comal 
pe = hg per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by said John William,Horn- 
uckle. 
Newsvusy, Mary, Croydon, Surrey, and James Newsusy ipo. 
£39 11s. 2d., new £3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by said Mary je 
bury and James Newbury, now of age. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


GHinding-up of Point Stock Comypantes. 

Friar, Aug. 5, 1864. 

LiMiTED IN Sooeer. 
City of Manchester and North of and Funeral’ Furnishing Company 

(Limited).—Order to wind up, sal 28, V.C. Wood, 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Pontnewydd Works.—The Master of the Rolls will proceed, on Tuesday, 
Nov 8, at 12, to settle the list of contributories. 


Tuxspay, Ang. 9, 1864. haber 24 


LimirEp in CHancerY. 
Cragg Vale Cotton Ma Cons (Limited). —Petition for 


on Nov S "Emmet. & Son, Blo ky he Master of the Rolls 
on ov met 'o| Holtoyde,. Halifax, 
Solicitor for the a 
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London Colonial Export Oil and Provision Com imited).—V.C° 
Teasoaey bans bg an order dated Aug 5, ied Wn "Theo Hem. 
ming, Pilgrim-st, Ludgate-hill, Accountant, 
Friendly Societies ie. 
Fatpay, Ang..5, 1864. 


Bank Hall ——_ Society, Belted Will Arms Inn, Hal! Bank-gate, Cum- 
berland. A 


ug 2 
Oakley Friendly Society, Oakley, Bedford. Aug 5. 
Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay, 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Torspay, Aug. 2, 1864. 
Athawes, -_ _— Rector of Loughton, Bucks, Clerk. Octl. Athawes, 
‘em 


Devereux: ° 

Barton, Wm John, Silchester, Southampton, Gent. Sept 15. Blandy & 
Co, x 

Bathe, Wm » America-sq, London, Gent. Oct 1. Aldridge, Mon- 
tague-pl, Russell-sq. 

Blandy, Kempsey, Worcester, Widow. Sept 29. Masefield, lad: 
bury. 


Gabriel Israel, Rue des Chats, Louvain, Belgium, Esq. Oct 1. 
ee ees Russell-sq. 
Hall, Jane Marion Clifton,. Gloucester, Spinster. Sept 10. 
Meyrick & Co, Westminster. 


Hunt, Wm John, Harrow, Middx. Sept 5. Southgate, Temple. 
Ogle, Elizabeth, Wimpole-st, Middx, Widow. Aug 31. Booty & Butt, 
ond- buil Gray’s-inn. 


Palframan, John, bleton, York, Farmer. Sept 20. Smith & Hopps, 
Leeds, and Weddall & Parker, Selby. 

Riddell, Geo Hutton, Catlion-epen Trent, Nottingham, Banker. Sept 29. 
N , Cariton-upon-Trent. 

Smith, Rev ne, Es Clerk. Sept 15. Blandy & Co, Reading. 

Waspe, Jonathan, Ipswich, Gent. Sept 29. gy Ipswich. 

Wilmshurst, Thos, hichester, Silversmith. Sept 
Wilson, Rae Ann, a8, Montague-pl Russell-sq, oll Oct 1, Aldridge, 
Montague-pl, Russell- 


gen Aug. 5, 1864. 
aderey. Anne, formerly the wife of Arden Adderley, Esq., deceased, 
Admiral E.N. t il. Messrs Duniel, ote 
Bid, J tide rk- re ALD. Ot 1 etly _arret, Bredtord 
jas, sq, le t eily, in’s-inn-fields. 
ton’ Bichd” Pepa. pen, Coal Agent. Aug 25. 
‘arid & Cockayne, N ngham. 
gpany Mareen, Lower Belgrave st, Pimlico, Lieutenant-General in 
Me kim Sept 29. Mackenzie, Old Broad-st, 


Hill, Jas, ;, Gent. hy 
Jay, Ann, Holland- rd, Surrey, Spinster. Sept 1. Chidley, Old Jewry. 
Oct 3. Phillips, 


e, en Gloster-pl, Camden-town, Spinster. 
Mae, ge Ordsall, Nottingham, Widow. Nov 1. Marshall & Son, 
Sadler, Wm, Horsham, Sussex, Victualler. Sept6. Medwin & Clarkson, 


We John Leece, Lpool, Corn Merchant. Aug 21. 
Tuespar, Aug 9, 1864. 
re John, Lynby, Nottingham, Farmer. Sept 10. Percy & Goodall, 
am. 
PE or Jas, Crouch End, Middx. Sept2!. Dain, Parliament-st. 
Beerling, John, Saltpans, Isle of Thanet, Market Gardener. Sept 30. 


Derman, Sandwich, Kent. 
Davey, John, Portsea, Inspector of Machinery R.N. Sept 1. Edgcombe 
Oct 9. Field, 


& Cole, Portsea. 
Grove, Wm, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Currier, 

Howard, Edwa, Brunswick-ter, Old Kent-rd, Gent. Oct 1. Lilley & 
Hearn, Trinity-st, Southwark. 


Kershaw, Jas, Sout Surray, Esq., M.P. Sept 29. Gregory & Row- 
Massey, a North Mimms, Hertford, Smith. Oct 1. Parker & Co, 
Neill, J > ) Hanley, Stafford, Draper. Dec 6. Blakiston, Shelton, 


Puilpg” Sona John, Priel, General Warehouseman. Oct 4. Prideaux, Bristol. 
Isaac,’ Bath-st, Southwark, Reader to the Synagogue, 

London-rd, a Oct i, Abrahams, Gresham-st. 

Sadd; Dinah, Vauxhall-pl, Vauxball, Widow. Sept 17. Withall, Parlia- 


tment-st; Westminster. 
ee Wm, Park-sq, Regent’s- -pk, Banker. Sept 29, Watson, Lincoln’s- 


us Fredk Chas Wm Stewart Vane, Chester-sq 


Oct be 1 moses, Upioe & » Austinfriars, 
y Risdon, St Austell, Cornwall, Gent. Aug 31. Shilson & Co, 


bey sy 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
‘Torsbar, Aug. 2, 1864. 
Clark, Rid, Fareham, Southampton, Merchant. Oct 31. Clark 
Conder, Jos Josh, Stockwell+pk-rd, Brixton, Clerk. Oct 29. Smith » Con- 
Rother: Ship Car Noy 14, Faldo 
i, ig, Reece, hithe, Ship Carver. Noy 14, Faldo» 
Smith, Wm, Kingsland, Hereford, Gent, Oct 28. Griffiths » Gethin, 
5 oe Geo, Orsett-ter, Gloucester-cres. Oct 29. Stoddart » Savile, 
beg Jeremiah, Melksham, Wilts, Gent. Oct 29. Bowyer » Wood- 


man, 
Faivay, Aug 5, 1864, 
Rev John Hy Spelman, Farnhurst,; Sussex. Oct 28. Marriott v 


=> Francis, Moorgate-st, Wine Merchant. Nov 2. Hurter » Chubb, 





bag tong ree sn oe Widow. mA Le See 
Baron de Rochefort, » Comte 


pep, Hears, Tyas, Wise AA ine: 6 Dit, 
Da' Wm Hy, W: Isle of Nov 2l. Octavie, wife 
oar de Hashes buen, Vesa Bs 

Graham, Sal, Harwich, Haver, Carpenter. Oct 28. Jordan» Graham, 


Laidler, Am Thorp Thules, Durham, Widow. Nov lt. Dodds » Swan- 


stone, V.C. 
Paterson, Peter, Park-rd, Holloway, Gent. Oct 29. Duff » Paterson, 


M.R. 
— Wm, Kingsland, Heretord, Gent. Oct 28. Griffiths » Gethin, 
seaniey, rene , Upper Whitecross-st, St Luke’s, Butcher. Oct 29. Legg 
v Newman. 
bas 4 Eliz, Hulme, Manchester, Spinster. Noy. 2. Travis o Taylor, 


V.C. Kindersley. 
Tayior, Jas Rothwell, Manch, Fent Dealer. Nov 10. Bloch » Archer, 
V.C. Stuart. 

Tagen, Nate, Manch, Widow, Fent Dealer. Nov 10. Bloch » Archer, 
.C. Stuart. 

Winn, John, Union-st, Southwark, Gas Fitter. Oct 29. Re Wittn, M.R. 

Tusespar, Aug. 9, 1864. 

aes. 3 ie Geo, Rhiwlas, Montgomery, Gent. Nov 1. Apletree v 
ple 

om 3 Wm Jas, Woolwich, Kent, Builder. Oct 29. Mortis » Cann, V.C. 


Phan Chas, Little Bradley, Suffolk, Gent. Oct 29. Sadd » King, MLR. 

Mullett, Jas, Rhodeswell, Stepney, Middlesex, Publican, Novi. Wells 
v Lole, V. C. Stuart 

Rodhouse, Thos, Pattishall, Northampton, Yeoman. Oct 28. Rodhouse 


v Mold, V.C. Kindersley. 
wick-ter, Commercial-rd., Gent, Oct 29. 


Saunders, Wm Ly Ey 
Saunders » Pigott, 
Smith, John, sen, Head on Halle, Cumberland, Yeoman. Oct 28. Smith 
v Smith, V.C. Kindersley. 
South Providence Mining Company, Sithney, Cornwall, Nov 5... Coxe 
Stephens, V.C. dersley. 
bey gman John, High-st, St Giles, Surgeon. Novl, Huxtable v Weekes, 
Cc. Si 


Assignments for Benelt ag is SFC ARE 
Torspar, August 9, 
Needler, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Smack Oenld: July 25. Levitt & 
Champney, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
rom John, Barrowby, Lincoln, Wheélwright. July 30. Healy, 
rantham. 
Young, Wm Hy, Bishopsgate-st Without, London, Bookseller. July 19. 
Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 
Deeds registered pursuant to wetengne Act, 1861. 


Toespar, Aug. 2, 1 
ne oy er Normanton-on-Soar, Hokinghem, Farmer. July 5, Comp. 


sreete Geo Fombagin Dock, Pembroke, Licensed Victualler, we 27, 
nv. Aug 

Bridgart, Chas Whiting, Derby, Builder. July 4. Conv. Reg Ji 
"eae Wm, Thornton-heath, Surrey, Solicitor’s Cierk. July 30, 


1, 
‘we “Samal, Congleton, Chester, Grocer. July 28. Comp, Reg 


ug 1 
Canstatt, Nathan Jacob, Castle-st, Houndsditch, Surgeon... ; July 14. 
Comp. July 26. 
Cilliard, Wm, Gillingham, Kent, Grocer, July 22. Conv.’ Reg Aug ft 
Collins,’ Geo, Chatham, Kent, Gardener.. July 27. Conv. Aug I. 
James-st, Wes rne-ter, to an eaten. 
July 28. Conv. Reg Aug 2. 
Delamere, Hy Hy, Baker-st, Portman-sq, Wine Merchant. July 28. Comp. 
A 


g Aug 2. 
Dover, Wm, Dalston, Cumberland, Agent. July 27. Conv. Reg Aug.l, 
per Ss Geo, Upper-st, Islington, Upholsterer.. July 4,.Cony. Reg 


Aug | 
Holmes, ‘Richa, Leeds, Waste Dealer. A a Conv. Pa Sa 2 ‘ 
Isaac, Solomon, Pelhaim-st, Whitechapel, W set 

Cony. 


Asst. Reg July 2 

Jackson, Benj, Oxford, Tobacconist. July 7- ine ay 
Jerram, Saml, Manch, Tailor. July 6. Mpeg neg Jae ao 
Jung, Adolphe, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tailor. Mg Ants — rar 
—_ = Edwd, Lacey-ter, Walworth, Butcher. 

y 29, 
Larder, Thos, jun, Sheffield, York, Builder. July 7. > eae Reg Aug 1. 
"|| Taahowalee, Jobe, Tad Radford, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. bp hf 

iP 
Meee, Gan ie Edwd, 4 vm Hy Moore, Birm, Metal Brokers. aly 5. Cony. 

eg July 30 

Newby, Thos, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Stationer. July 29, Arr. Rez 


oseph Place, Over Dawes Lancaster, Cotton Cloth 
Manufacturers. July 4. Reg Aug t 

Prowse, Chas, Erith, Kent, Seetiete July 21. Go 5 

Rhodes, Edwd, Huddersfield, Grocer. July 6. gs 

Rossiter, Jas, Swansea, Quarryman. July 16. Saye 

Samuel, Mark, Crispin-st, Spitalfields, Tailor. July Wy" sale 

8. 


July 2 
Shaw. John, 7.  Saeaat, Baker. July7. Conv. Reg Ang 1. 
Taylor, Sam!, Bristol, Confectioners ‘July 22..;Oogv. Reg July 30. 
— Chas Collins, ury, Oxford, Grocer. July 8 Conv, Reg 


wooter, ‘Mary, Taunton, Somerset, Stationer. ate 1. 
ae John, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. July 18, io co ee 


om? aie Aug. 5, 1864. ‘hip 
Abbott, Richd Stephen, & ny <r Xingstoe-ton-Hals 
Builders. july 6. Conv. Reg Aug 
Ainsworth, Wm Hy, Blackburn, Cotton Mangiacturet, — diay. . Cony. 


Reg Aug 3, 
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4 s Printer. June 28, Y Wm Hy, Bish st Without, Lon 
‘eine Bivins Hpi, Baru 8 coup, | “Hdehe: inf agen wenn uo MAINE. SH 
na Wm, Upper-st, Islington, Boot Maker. June 15. Conv. Reg _Texipar, ge 
ot oe ie a ea one gs Anthony, Feodis Sen, Seathah Seon, aimaa> Guts Pet July 26, 


my Chas, High-st, Clapham, Baker. July 4. Conv. Reg Aug 1. 
its ag 5. Guilsborough, Northampton, Butcher. July 9. Comp. 


Aug 
John Daniel, Bristol,Jeweller. July 8. Conv. Reg Aug 4. 
aad Connaught-ter, Edgware-rd, Milliner. July 8, Asst. Reg 
Ferneyhough, Josialf, Freghall, Stafford, Innkeeper.}'July 9. Comp. 
ug 3, 
Freeman, John, Superintendent of Police, Plymouth. July 23. Asst 
Keg Ang 3. 
Green, David, Northampton, Butcher. July 13. Conv. 
Harman, Geo, ester, Ironmonger. July 9. Cony, 
—. or am y, Singleton-st South, Hoxton, Builder. 
Reg A 


ug 3. 
Heaton, Hy, Bradford, Joiner. Augi. Comp. Reg Aug 5. 
—- Peter, Leman-st, Whitechapel, Baker. July 29. Asst. 


July 13. Conv. 
July 18, 


Reg Aug 3. 
Reg Aug 4. 
Aug 2. Comp. 


Reg 
nh “Alf, Monkwell-st, London, Warehouseman. 
Aug 5. 
Houghton, David,  ewraetiaa can Humber, Lincoln, Joiner. 
Comp. Reg Aug 
lnghenth. Benj, Colne, Lancaster, Printer. July 2. Asst. Reg July 30. 
Jones, Edwd, Fairfield, nr Lpool, Joiner. July 7. Conv. Reg Atig 4, 
Lawrence, Jas,& Robt Lawrence, Waltham St. Lawrence, Berks, Builders. 


July 9. Arr. Reg Aug 3. 
Lewis, John, Trallwn, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug. Asst. Reg Aug 4. 
Reg Aug 2. 


McGuire, Michael, Manch, Cordwainer. July 20. Comp. 


_—~ . Geo, Hove, Sussex, Lodging-house Keeper. July 7. Comp. 
ug 4. 

Peckham, Edwd, Milford, Southampton, Grocer. July 9. Asst. Reg 
Aug 3. 

Plant, Jas, Sheffield, Traveller. July 25. Conv. Reg Aug 2. 

Ranson, Geo, Stratford St. Mary, Suffolk, Farmer. July 9. Conv. Reg 


Aug 1. 
a Trafalgar-st, Walworth-rd, General Dealer. Aug 1. Comp. 
3. 


ug 
Stansfield, Matthew, Elton, nr Bury, Grocer. July 16. Asst. Reg Aug 4. 
Syddell, Wm, Elm, Cambridge, Builder. July 25. Asst. Reg Aug 3. 
Symonds, Joseph Hargrave, Edmonton, Middx, Attorncy-at-Law. July 
28. Comp. Reg Aug 3. 
Wilkinson, Fredk, Birm, Jeweller. July 12. Cony. Reg Aug 
=, John, Fenchurch-st, London, Merchant. July 8. 
ug 5 
Yeomans, Eliz, & Jas Yeomans, St Mildred’s-ct, 
Rifle Manufacturers. March 8. Asst. Reg A’ 


Tvespay, Aug. 9, 1864. 


Austin, Chas; Wolverhampton, Grocer. July 25. 
Brooks, Walter John, Stratford, Essex, Baker. Comp. 


Aug 8. 
Carrick, John, Lpool, Wine Merchant. July 9. Asst. Reg Aug 6. 
Chorley, Hy Geo, Manch, Cigar Merchant. July 14. Como. tes Aug 5. 
Clark, Kobt, Sheffield, Draper. July 19. Conv. Reg Aug 
Cockrill, Chas Richd, Nottingham, Grocer. July 13. con 
Couper, Ramsay Hamilton. Datchet, Bucks, Esq. 
Curtis, Richd, Southsea, Hants, Corn Merchant. 


Aug 6. 
Dalton, Joseph, Hanley, Stafford, Tailor. Aug 2. Comp. Reg Aug 6. 
Davies, Wm, Everton, nr Lpool, Builder. July 11. Arr. Reg Aug 6. 
Edwards, Thos Sharland, Princes-st, Paddington, Baker, July 29. Comp. 


atl Reg 


Poultry, Gun and 


ug 2. 


Asst. 
Aug I. 


Reg Aug 6. 
Reg 


Reg Aug 6. 
Aug 6. Arr. Reg Aug 8. 
July 18. Comp. Reg 


Reg Aug 8. 

Farrar, Sarah, & John Hartiey, Tea Dealers, Halifax, July 12. Cony. 
Reg Aug 8. 

Fisher, Isaac, Manch, Corn Dealer. Jnly 12. Arr. Reg Aug 8. 


ee ~ Red Lion-sq, Middx, Wholesale Perfumer, Aug 2, Comp. 

ay , John, & John Yates, Nottingham, Lace Makers. July 18. Conv. 
8. 

= Hy, Cubitt's Town, Poplar, Coal Dealer, July 11. 


i Conv. Reg 
Aug 
soy Thos, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Grocer. July 11. Conv. Reg 
ug 
—_ Richd, & Pid Jones, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Builders. July 11. 
iv. 


Lawrence, Fre, aieagh rd, Pimlico, Timber Merchant. Aug2. Re- 


Mault, Aif, oa}. Builder. July 28. Comp. Reg Aug 6. 
loam ime London, Looking Glass Manuntectarer. July 9. 
mv 
Mirfin, John, u.4 ctoth Merchant. July 12. Conv. Reg Aug 
"i Bag li London-1d, Southwark, Provision Dealer. 
ip. 
Norman, Robt, iesidihe, Devon, Builder. July 11. Conv. Reg Aug 8. 
Owens, Sami, Pa Montgomery, Flannel Manufacturer. July 12, 


Conv. Reg A 
Piliies, Jes Josiah Sami, Redruth, Cornwall, Mining Agent. July 14. Comp. 
eg A 
Savill, annie Slater, Newton-heath, Manch, out of business. July 7. 
Conv. Reg Aug 4. 
shaimerdine Wm, Manch, Umbrella Manufacturer. 


Futy 15. 


July 16. Comp, 


Reg A 
—_ Joa, Greetiand, Halifax, Manufacturer. July 12. Comp. Reg 
walls — Barrow, Newport, Monmouth, Dealer in Berlin Wools. 
ug 3. 
Wikman, Nighanas 2 Woneee, Minories, London, Ship Chandler. July 20, 


ao wee naib Bookseller, July 1. Asst. 
Meise 4 3 A " , 








Aug 16 at 11. Peverley, Coleman-st. 
Barrett, David, Montpelia-pl, Fulham, Publican, Adj Jaly2i. Aug is 
at2. Aldridge. 
Basten, Albert, Hampden-st, Somers-town, Coach Maker. Pet July 29, 
Aug 15 atti, Braham, Furnival’s-inn, 
Blenkiron, Thos, jun, Duncan-ter, Islington. Assistant to a Warehouse. 
man. Pet July 25(for pau). Aug Watil. Aldridge 
Butler, John, ve Coram-st, Russell-8q, ‘Boot Maker. ‘Adj July 21. Aug 
atil, Aldridge. 
Clark, Geo, Windmill-row, Kennington-cross, Painter. Adj July 20. Aug 
18 atll. Aldridge. 
Cuckow, John Robt, Otham, nr Maidstone, Wheelwright. Pot Aug ty 
Aug 16 at 2. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 
Dando, Percy, & John hetwynd, Leadenhall-st, Ship Brokers. Pet Iuly 
26. Aug 16 at12. Batt & Son, Dyer’s-hall. 
Dawson, Fredk, Spencer-rd, Hornsey, Apothecary. Adj July 21. Aug 
15 at2. Aldridge. 
Decker, John Caspar, Regent’s-park-rd, General Merchant. Adj Juty 21; 
Aug 18 at ll. Aldridge. 
Dickson, Jas ma. Lower Tooting, Machine Maker. Adj July 20. Aug 
Watil. Aldridge. 
Fellcws, Geo Jas, Crown-st, Soho, Gas Fitter. Adj July 21. Auk 15 ata, 
ge. 
Fox, John Hy, Margaret-st, Clerkenwell, Bricklayer. Adj July21. Ang 
l5atl. Aldridge 
Graham, David, ll lane, Camberwell-rd, ye opp 's Salestian, 
Pet July 28. Augi5at2, Rutter, Ely-pl, Holbo 
Hasted, Wim, Lupus-st, Pimlico, Butcher. "Adj July ‘2. Atig 15 ata, 
Aldridge. 
Hayward, Anne, Margaret-st, Cavendish-sq, Spinster, SchOolmistress. Pet 
July 28. Aug 15 at 2, Godfrey, South-sq. 
Hill, David, Bishop’s Hatfield, Hertford, Grocer. Pet July 29. Aug 16 
at 12. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn 
Hoad, Wm Hy, Eltham, Kent, Builder. Pet July 27. Aug 16 at {2, 
May, Adelaide-pl, London-bridge. 
Hollnat, Geo, Nelson-yd, Caledonian-rd, Cab Proprietor. Adj Jilly 21; 
Aug 15 at 1. Aldridge. 
Hudson, Fredk Wm, Warner-st, Dover-rd, Spirit Mérchant, Adj July 93 
Aug l6atll. Aldridge. s 
Kellow, John Glanville, Plumstead-rd, Woolwich, Tobacconist. Pet daly 
30. "Aug 16at1l. Peverley, Coleman- st. : 
Kershaw, Chas Decimus, Archer-ter, East India Dock-rd, Provision 
Dealer. Pet July 27. Aug 16at2. Philp, Bucklersbury, a4 
Knight, Geo, Kenilworth-rd, Victoria-pk, out of business. Pet July 30 
(for pau), Aug 16 at il. ‘Aldridge. 
Lawrence, Wm Flanders, Ely, Cambridge, no occupation. Pet July 25, 
Aug 15 at 12, Doyle, Verulam-bidgs. 
Legh, Edwd, and not Legli, as previously advertised. 
fiockett, Jas. Nelson-yard, Caledonian-rd, Cab Proprietor. Adj July 
21. AuglSatl. Aldridge. 
Lovejoy, Warlters Saml, Lime-st, London, Comm Agent. Adj July 21, 
Aug 15 at ll. Aldridge. 
Martell, Edwd, Whitchurch, Southampton, Grocer. a July 29, Aug 
iS at Il. Austen & De Gex, Raymond’s-bldgs, 
Miller, Wm, Acton, Middx, Boot Maker. Pet July 23 (for pau). Aug 16 
atll. Aldridge. 
Missing, Wm Paschal, Drummond-st, Euston-sq, out of business. Pet 
July 27 (for pau). Aug 16at2, Aldridge. 
Neale, John. Crick, Northampton. Adj July 20. Aug 16at1. Aldridge, 
Page, Wm Stone, Old-st, St Luke’s, Cocoa-nut Fibre Matting 
turer. Adj July 21. "Aug 15ati2. Aldridge. 
Parkinson, Edwd Orton, Twickenham, Middx, Advertisement Agent. Pat 
July 29. Aug !6 att. Armstrong, Old Jewry. 
Powell, Edwin Hy, Grove-pl, St John’s-wood, Commercial Clerk. Pet 
July 26. Aug 1l6at12. Hill, Basinghall-steet. 
Prior, Thos, & Lancelot Prior, ‘Aldermaston, Berks, Farmers. Bet saly 
29. Aug 16 at 12. Newman, Soffolk-lane. 
Reed, John, Rosedale-rd, Dulwich, Solicitor. Adj July 20. Aug Watt 
Aldridge. 
tichards, Geo, Hunt-st, Mile-end New-town, Mariner. Pet July 25 (for 
pau), AugiGatil. Aldridge. 
Shephard, Fredk, High-st, Islington, Printer. Pet July 28, Aug Water . 
Eyre, Poultry 
Simpson, John n Birkbeck, Windsor-villas, Highbury, Hotel Keéper. aa 
Aug l5atl. Aldridge. 
Smith, Thos, King-st, Tower-hill, Carman. Pet July 29. ‘Aug 16009.” 
Vann, BasingHfall-st. 
Sternfelds, Edwd Gilmin, Cheapside, Merchant. Adj July 21. Aug 19 at” 


Il. Aldridge. 

Tanner, Robt, Stratford, Essex, Grocer. Pet July 22. Aug 16 at 1. 
Plunkett, Milk-st, Cheapside. 

Trotman, ‘Thos, sen, & Stephen Gascoigne, Crimscot-st, coment. 
Hair-pin Manufacturers. Pet July 28. Aug 18 at ll. Silvester, 
Dover-st. 


‘Truss, Wm Horton, Prisoner for debt, London, Adj Jily 91. Aig 154t 
ll. Aldridge. 
Turner, John, Tranguilla-ter, Hammersmith, Painter. ‘Pet July 25 (or 


pau). Aug l6atil. Aldridge, 

Watkins, Jolin, Richmond-rd, Hackney, Oilman. Pet July 26) Alig” 
15 ati. Hill, Basinghall-st.. 

Webster, Edwd, Luard-st, Caledonian-rd, Middx, Gilt Button Maker, oo 
July 21, Aug 15 at 12. Aldridge. 

West, Geo, Fulham-rd, West Brompton, Baker. Adj July 21.’ Aug 15 at” 
2. Aldridge, 

Wilson, Wm, Abbey-st, Bethnal-green-rd, Cocoa Nut Fibré Matvifucttirer. ” 
Adj July 21. Aug lbat ll. Aldridge. 

To cael in br 

Austin, Thos, Worksop, N of Diktiess xy Tay We. 

Gainsbo! , Aug wate a 


Ayshford, John, B Devon, Wheelwright, Pet Jtly 95. Exeter, 
Aug i3atil. Fryer, fio 
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Ayre, Wm, Old Shildon, Durham, Bootmaker. oes Peay 26. Bishop Auck- 
land, Aug 15 at 10. "Thornton, Bishop Acct! 

Baker, 73 Pe Somerset, B Pers July 20. Bridgwater, 
Aug 10 at 

Balchin, John, Brighton, Railway" Signalman. Pet July 29. Brighton, 


17 il. 
barks Joseph Jas, Manch, Salesman, Pet July 28. Manch, Aug 15 at 


9. 
Baxter, John Row, Newmarket, Dealer in Hay My Straw. Pet July 26. 
Whitehead & 


Newmarket, Aue 9atil, 
Beck, ii Zouchy Au gton, Leicester, Schoolmaster. ” Pet July 30. Ashby- 
yang att eeomet, Well Maker. Pet ) 
eumeen, , Worcester, We! er. aly 27. 
Worcester, Aug 15 at 11. Corbet, idderminster. 
Boardman, Wm, Anderton, Chester, Farmer. Pet July 28. Northwich, 
Aug 13 at 10. Green, Northwich 
, Westbromwich, Seaflrd, — Dealer. Pet July 19. Old- 
bury, Aug 8 at 10, Shak 
Cardwell, John, and Robt ohn gg’ ng Manufac- 
turers. Pet July 28. Page Be 15 at Il. * Leigh, M 
Carter, Wm Hy, Cottingham, York, Plumber. Pet July 29. "Kingston- 
ag ug 13 at 11. Stead, Hull. 
Gt ey ay Grocer. Pet J wy 25. Gt Yarmouth, Aug 
15 at at 18. fande, Gt Yarmouth. 
John, beige Grocer. Pet July 29. Whitehaven, Aug 19 


one, aon p, Dealer in Boots. Pet July 26, Madele 
Daw r e y adeley 
ote onder 12, Sat Bate ‘ 
Conch Painter. Pet July29. Portsmouth, 
ha 1 a Wallis, is, Partonenth. 
Thos, , Hereford, Mail Cart Driver. Pet July 29. Kington, 
Aug 23 at 1). 

Ellis, Adam Alexander, Salford, Timber Dealer, Pet July 28. Manch, 

— 22 at 11. ‘Andrew, Manch. 
Garten, Bewt, Neerom, es Woollen Draper. Pet Aug!. Lpool, 
15 atl Cartwright. Ch 
ates Gordon, Thos, Shrewsbury, Travelling Draper. Pet Aug |. Birm, Aug 
19 at 12, James & Griffin, 

Hamper, Douglas Wm, Newcastle-upon- Tyne, Brewers’ Engineer. Pet 
July 29. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 17 at 12. Harle & Co, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, 

— Geo Hy, Li ag Chemist. Pet July 27. Portsmouth, Aug 16 at 

1, Paffard, Portsea. 

Hoftnann, Fredk Wm, Manch, Commercial Traveller. Pet July 27. 
Manch, Aug 19 at 12. Richardson ardson, Manch. 

H John, Lpool, Shipping Clerk. Pet July 29. Lpool, Aug 16 at 3. 

ornle: f 

Humby, Wm, Downton, Wilts, Blacksmith, Adj June 18. Salisbury, 
Aug 17 at 4. 

pe SY Wm, Dalston, Cumberland, ey of Cotton Spinning Works, 
Pet July 29. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 17 at 12. Carrick, Wigton, 
and I; & Doggett, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Leighton, Reuben, Thornes, nr Wakefield, Market Gardener. Pet July 
21. Wakefield. Aug 13 at 11. Wainwright & Mander, Wakeficld 


i - Francis, rue, Hertford, Ironmonger. Pet July 28. Aug 18 atl. 
Gostling, Brompton-rd, 2-06, TNE, Remnant. Pet Augl. Ang 

J sara Holford: Pesitonville, grow pay 
a . 

Pet July 28. Aug 18 at 12. ‘Ghidley, O11 
SS a et ae Waterloo-rd, Conputek: Pet July 93 (or 
a sag or al 
Mack, Edwd, Curtain-rd, Shoreditch, Chain Mafintaetarer, Pet Jaly 30 


. ” Angdst 18 at 11. 
Magnus, St A 
urers. Pet Aug 1. Ang 18 at sai I ray, GS He 
Maugham, Caroline, London Scrap Iron} Works, Green Adj April 12, 
Aug 23 at 11, Smith, Tokenhouse-yd. 
Morgan, Geo, New Chariton, Kent, Merchant. Pet Aug 2. Aug 93 at 2, 
Waring, Old Broad-st, London. 
Page, John, Carlton-st, Kentish- ome, Coach Maker. Pet Aug?. Aug 
fa... we “Michael, Barge-yd, B ary. 
rrin, Thos, Live: -rd, Nurseryman. Pet Aug3, 
at ll. Ricketts, rederick-st, Gray’s-inn-road. > a 
Phillips, Geo, Sydenham-ter, Bartey Buc Fw war to a Cheesemonger. 
Pet Aug |. as 12. 
Luke’s, to @ Cotton 


Plummer, Hy, a 3 ct, Golden las 

Manufacturer. Pet July 30 (for Aug 1 at 18 at il. Ad} Sane B! Aing 
orks, G 

Smith, Tokenhouse-yard. 


7? i=, London Scrap Iron 
a 
Tarte, Alfred Geo, Pepper-st, Southwark, Pewterer. Pet Ang 2. Aug 
- Red ne ag toni Siena Mitax, 
ie, Jol vonshire-pl-mews, Mid Li ai 
Wane lag that George & Armaan Pr 
ells, Thos, Brench! ent, or. Pet Aug 3, 23 atli. 
wyosinghalat ey; ’ ug Aug 
John, Prisoner for Debt in Whitecross-st Prison, Attorney. 
July 29. Aug 23 at 11. ee Se ee vie 
Wright, Jas, jun, Mildmay-park, Stoke fame Pet 
Aug 2. Aug 18 at2. Lawrance & Co, Old 
To Surrender in the peseaic 
Augarde, Hy, Southampton ——e Pet Aug!. Southampton, 
24 at 12. Mackey, Southam ic Ang 
Bacon, ‘thos, & Thos Loader Lpool, Licensed Victuallers. Pet 
Aug 3. Lpool, Aug 16 at 12, Martin, Lpool. 
— Birm, out of business. Pet Aug 3. Bitm, Sept 5 at 12. 
en, 
Barry, John Waters, Lpool, Merchant. Pet Aug'. Lpool, Aug 15 at 11; 
Dodge & Wynne, Lpool. ie athe 
Barry, Wm, Bradford, Book Canvasser. Pet Aug 2. Bradford, Aug 19 
Boardman, Wm, Kersley, La hopkeeper. Pet A Bolton, 
ardman, Wm, Kersley, Lancaster, S: et 1, 
Aug 17 at 10. ; Hinneli, Bolton. _— as 
Bowen, Thos, Clemaengwyn, Brecon, Blacksmith. Adj July 12. Breck- 
nock, Aug 20 at 2. Bishop, Brecon. 
Broadhurst, Cornelius, Aston Juxta, Warwick, Gardener. Pet Aug 1. 
Birm, Aug 29 at 10. Parry, Bennet!’ 's-hill, Birm. 


Maliphant, John, Brynmaur, Brecon, Grocer. Pet July 19. Bristol, Aug @ Burgess, Chas Frederick, and Hy Roberts, Stourbridge, W: 


12at 11. Press & Inskip, Bristol, and Blakey, Newport. 

McCulla, John, Birkenhead, Provision Dealer’s Assistant. 
Birkenhead, Aug 15 at 11. Ward, Birkenhead. 

Moston, Thos, Burslem, Boot Maker. Pet July 14. Birm, Aug 
19 at 12. ye "& Addleshaw, Manch, and James & Griffin, Birm. 

Naylor, Hy, Loscoe, Colliery Contractor. Pet July 29. Alfreton, 
Aug 24 at 12. Fox, urne. 

Norris, Hy Angustus, Fratton, Portsea, Clerk i a. Dockyard. Pet 
July 29. Portsmouth, poe | 16at 11. Stenning, Pi 

ery in Jas, Rochdale, Cotton Spinster. Pet Guly 28. 28. Manch, Aug 16 


Ockweli, Richd, Cricklade, Wilts, Glover. Pet July 28. preted, Aug 12 
Son, Cricklade, and Henderson, pristo 
Surgeon. “" July 23 (for 


berdare. 

Aberdare, G Licensed, Vietoaler. Pet July 29. 
ene + 16 at 11, Simons, Merthyr 

Thoe, Frank well, eae. Pet July 13. Shrews- 
wary, Ane 17 at il. "Davies, Shre 

Wallis, Hy, Goring-heath, Oxford, Boot er. Pet July 27. Walling- 

wk soem |. Slocombe, Reading 
Watson, Sami, Lpool, Cabinet Maker. Pet July 29. Lpool, Aug 15 at 2. 


Henry, — . 
Williams, Bridlington , Yorkshire, Builder. Pet July 27. 
wi” Pom 3 at 12. oo mg Raw mone and Pettingell & Ayre, 


i. sine Goo. Ataaley, Comm Agent. Pet July 30, Lpool, Aug 15 
“2 orship, 

2 eee Keeper. Adj July 19. Sit, Aug 15 
at 9.30, Ambler, Manch 


Pet July 28. 


Famat, Aug 6, 1064 
To Surrender in London. 
Jas Benj, East Sheen, Surrey, Teacher of Drawing. Pet Aug!. 
18 at 2. Silvester, Gt Dover-st, 
Alfred, Old Brentford, Middx, Builder. Pet Aug 2, Aug 
a, Ody & Adams, Trinity-st, Southwark. 
Benton, John, West Ham, Essex, Pet July 27 (for pau). Aug 16 at 11. 
, Wilts, Farm Bailiff. Pet July 30, Aug 18 
Jewry. 


Bracher, Jas Hy, jut 
Compt, Manatee ian Brook-st, Kennington-rd, Vocalist. Pet Aug 3. 


Fi 
: Peary dooney 7 
wards, Geo, jun, Gt Quebec-st, Builder. Pet July 16. Aug 18 at 1. 
ng Dito, Surrey, Slr. Pet July 29. Aug 


Ollman, Pet Aug 1. Aug 18 atl. 


Kent, Milliner, Pet July 29. Aug 1S 





ee. 


Pet Aug 3 Birm, Sept 16 at 12. aa 5 some 
it "Thos Warmington, Truro, Cornwall, Tailor. Pet Aug 1. Exeter, 
ey 15 at 12.30. Clarke, Exeter. Cas . 
Dale, Geo, Stockton-on- Tees, Police Constable. Pet Aug2. Stockton-on- 
Deviee, Baturd. Blocked bi h, A P 
» Edwa: lackw ‘onmouth, Apothec: et A ee ee, 
pas 8 at ne Graham, Newport. and Brittan & Son, Brist 
wson n, Holbeck, nr is, Millwright. Pet A: 3. yr A A 
at ll.’ Rooke, Leeds.” 7 se 8: “» 
Dorrington, Nathn), Sundridge, Kent, Corn Dealer. Pet July 25 (for pan). 
Sevenoaks, Aug 13 at | 
Drew, John, Avening, Tinoubestat, Licensed Victualler. Pet Aug 3. Bris- 
tol, Aug 18 at 11. Clifton & Co, Bristol. 
Filby, Miles, Lyng, Norfolk, Shoemaker. Pet July30. East Deréham, 
Aug |8at Il. Drake, East Dereham. 
Ford, John, North Stoneham, Southampton, Cordwainer. Pet Aug 1. 
Southampton, Aug 24at 12, Mackey, Southampton. 
Hale, Chas, Caerleon, Monmouth, Licensed Victualler. Pet July 30. 
Pe inked mm | — pe mag “ee ¥ - 
ncock. w ottingham, Painter. Pet Aug 3. Nottingham; 
17 at ll. Buttery, ‘Nottingham. ~ 
_ Le ye aa pk, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet Aug 4. Lpool, 
ug 16 at 
Jones, Ann, Chester, Widow, ‘Slater. Pet Aug 2. Chester, Ang 19 4610, 
Seer ioe ath, men, Stratton. Je dag 
Ken! as Rann, Birm, ter-at-Law. Pet 5 
at 12. "Collis & Ure, Birm. iad Sept 
Leng, Wm, Stockton-upon-Tees, Currier. Pet iu 20. 
upon-Tyne, Ang 17 at 12, Ingledew & Daggett, Neweastle- 
Lewis, Jas, Pembroke-dock, Pembroke, Joiner. Pet July 28. ‘Kan, 
Aug 13 9.30, Mini 12 Fembroke-dock 
Louch, Wm, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Licensed Victualler’s Assist 
- ppet daly 7(for pau). ig Aug 22 at 10. me were 
noel Chas Thos, and Alfred Lutwych, Birm, 
a. Pet Aug 2. Birm, Sept5at12. Harding ~ p ners 
Marriott, Stephen, Nuneaten, Warwick, Grocer. . Pet 4, Birm, Sept 
16 at 12. Smallbone, Coventry. _ 
meee keg eer Sonar eae arte, Pet Aug 2, Lpool, Augi7 
enry, 
Nicholson, John, 9 ‘Penrith, Cumberland, Aaistens ton Mattie Pet 
Aug 3. Penrith, Aug 18 at ll. Appleyard, Pen 
Oakes, Thos, sen, Burslem, Stafford, Tinman, Pet a 4. Hanley, Aug 
27 at ue veg egy teed 
n Jas, Upton, Chester, Attorney. 30. Manch, Aug 
19at 12. Parrott Sey emg aoe ite 
Phillips, Chas, Gt Marlow, Bucks, Boot Maker. High 
Dont, Was, Deraiey La ‘Spicer, Gt Marlow. ys 
Wm. , Palisade Maker. Pet July 27. _ 
_—* at il. Crceke & Sandy, Burnley, and Cobbett & 
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Rose, Thos Jas, North Brixton, Surrey, out of employment. Pet Aug 2. 
Dover, Ang 19 at 12. Roberts, Gray’s-inn, 2 

Ruffe, Richd Edwin, Bingley, York, Surgeon. Pet Aug 3. Leeds, Aug 15 
at 11. Hutchinson, Bradford, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds, 

Sale, Wm, Birm, Brewery Agent. Pet Aug 1. Birm, Aug 29 at 10. 
Powell & Son, Birm. 

Simpson, Wm, Leeds, Share Broker. Pet Aug 1. Leeds, Aug 15 at 11. 
Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Taylor, John, Tunstall, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Aug 2. Hanley, Aug 27 
atll. Tennant, Hanley. 

Tittenton, John, Wolstanton, Stafford, Collier. Pet Aug 3. Hanley, Aug 
27 at 11. Sutton, Burslem. 

Treece, Robt, Derby, Maltster. Pet Aug 2. Birm, Aug 16 at 11, Gamble 
& Leech, Derby. 2 
Udall, Horatio Hy, Beeston, Nottingham, Plumber. Pet Aug 2. Not- 

tingham, Aug !7 at 11. Heathcote, Nottingham. 
Wagstaff, Maria, Bishop’s Frome, Hi d, out of t Pet Aug 1. 
Bromyard, Aug 17 at 12. Badham, Bromyard. 
Geo, Norwich, Confectioner. Pet Aug 3. Norwich, Aug 22 at 
ll. Miller, Norwich. 
Webb, Joseph, Swansea, Glamorgan, Tobacconist. Pet Aug1. Bristol, 
Aug 16 at il. Field, Swansea, and Press & Inskip, Bristol. 
Wood, Geo Cantrell, Hulme, Manch, Salesman. Pet Aug 2. 
16 at11, Swan, Manch. 
Wyatt, Wm Geo, Brading, Isle of Wight, Draper. 
Ang l7at ll. Joyce, Newport. 
‘TurspayY, Aug. 9, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 
Bone, Geo, Edward’s-pl, Newington-rd, Grocer. 
12. Hill, Bucklersbury. 
Bullen, Richd Edw, Dover, Lieutenant R.N. 
Chidley, Old Jewry. 
Davies, Fredk Detheridge, West Brompton, Middx, Mason, 
Aug 25 at 2. Greenwood, Chancery-lane. 
Dresser, Hy, Gt St Helen’s, Merchant. 
Elmslie, Lombard-st. 
Ellis, Chas, Aliason-ter, Kensington, Plumber. Pet Aug 6. 
Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 
Gratton, Geo Formon, Gray's-inn-rd, Licensed Victualler. 
Aug 23 at 12. Dubois, Gresham-st. 
Hagreen, Jas Thos, Cambridge, Dentist. Pet Aug 5. Aug 25 at 11. 
Doyle, Verulam-bidgs, for Hunt, Cambridge. 
Hollis, Thos Jas, Peckwater-st, Kentish-town, out of business, 
Aug 23 at 1. Moss, Moorgate-st. 
Hubbard, Mary Jane, Canterbury-ter, Kennington, Spinster, 
Aug 23 at 2. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 
Jacobs, Hy Hudson, Dover, Kent, Tailor. 
Nicholls & Clark, Cook’s-ct. 

Lee, Fredk Geo, Fitzroy-st, Fitzroy-sq, Clerk. Pet Aug 3. Aug 25 at 11. 
King, Queen-st. 

Lewis, Wm Geo, Gt Suffolk-st, Southwark, Pewterer. 
23at2. Chipperfield, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Miller, Joseph, jun, Maldon-rd, Kentish-town, Chandler’s Shop Keeper, 
Pet Aug 3. Aug 23 atl. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Mills, John, Chipping Wycombe, Buckingham, Baker. 
23atl. Spicer, Staple-inn, London, 

Scott, Thos Wm, Bishopsgate-st Without, London, Draper, 
Aug 23 at 12. Juckes, Basinghall-st, 

Sinikins, Wm, Freemantle, Southampton, Butcher. Pet Aug 2. Aug 23 
at 2. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry, London, for Sharp & Co, South- 





Manch, Aug 


Pet Aug 1. Newport, 


Pet Aug 1. Aag 23 at 


Pet Aug 4. Aug 23 atl. 


Pet Aug 8. 


Pet July 12. Aug 23 at 1. 


Aug 25 atll. 


Pet Aug 2, 


Pet Aug 5. 
Pet Aug 4. 


Pet Aug5. Aug 23 at 2 


Pet Aug 5. Aug 


Pet Aug 3. Aug 
Pet Aug 3. 


ampton. 
Wallington, Thos Jas, Crown-ct, Fleet-st, Box Maker. Pet Aug5. Aug 
25 atl. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Williams, Chas Stewart, Montague-pl, Poplar, out of business. 
4. Aug 23 at 12. Holt & Mason, Quality-ct, Chancery-lane. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Anderson, Aaron Albert, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool. Adj July 13. Lpool, 
Aug 22 at 3, 
Andrew, Peter, Camborne, Cornwall. Pet Aug 5. Redruth, Aug 20 at 11. 
Anfield, Jas Moore, York, Tailor. Pet Aug 5. York, Aug 20 at 11. Gray- 
ston, York. 
Blight, Mary Ann, Widow, Mithian Downs, Cornwall, Grocer. Pet Aug 3. 
Truro, Aug 20 at 3. Marshall, Truro. 
Broodbank, Wm, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Plumber. 
bridge, Aug 20 at 12. Pollard, Ipswich. 
Chapman, John, Sunderland, Timber Merchant. Pet Aug 6. Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, Aug 19 at 12. Hodge & Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Clegg, John, Salford, Lancaster, Currier. Pet July 18. Manch, Aug 22 
atil, Marsland & Addieshaw, Manch. 
Dawes. Jolin Sharpe, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, Innkeeper. Pet Aug 
~ — Aug 23 atll. Reece & Harris, Birm, and Fisher, Ashby-de- 
Dear, Wm Bappel, Dibden, Hants, out of business. Pet Aug 4, Winches- 
ont as i . tee Bway Southampton. 
East, Chas, Mai , Kent, Plumber. Pet Aug]. Maidstone, A 
Mm. Fe eed Lg aoe , ofa Bae 
Edwai oseph, Rushall, Stafford, Wardener. Pet Aug 5. : 
29 at 12. Crump, Walsall. de sscttestiad 
Elliott, John James, Dartmouth, Devon, Journeyman Baker. 
Totnes, Aug 20 at 12. Smith, Dartmouth. 
Fudge, Chas, Bridgwater, Somerset, Licensed Victualler, Pet Aug 3. 
Bridgwater, Aug 24 at 10, Cook Jun, Bridgwater. 
Hayes, Robt Hulme, Longton, Stafford, Surgeon. Pet Aug 3. Birm. Sept 
5ati2. Litchfield, Newcastle-under-Lime, and Smith, Birm. 
Hibberd, Richd, Manch:, Ironmonger. Adj July 13. Manch, Aug 25 at 12. 
Higgins, Wm, Manch, Butcher, Pet July 29. Manch, Aug 19 at 12, 
Eltoft, Manch. 
Hollier, Osmond, Porchester, Hants, Comm Agent, Pet Aug 5. Ports- 
ma ery at li, Bragg ses Portsea. 
oltby, Thos, Beveriey, York, Grocer. P ° of 
“rg Ree ay y, York, Grocer. Pet Aug 4. Beverley, Aug 23 at 
Hutchings, Jas, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Butcher. Pet Aug 4. Cardiff, Aug 


2atll. Griffith, Cardiff. 
Jackson, John rm Coachmaker. Pet Aug6. Oakham, 
hina ne. Pet Aug 4. Sheffeld, Aug 


Pet Aug 


Pet Aug 3. Wood- 


Pet Aug 5. 


@ Speck, Robert, Hessle, York, Millwright. 


Jones, Thos, Swansea, Glamorgan, Contractor. Pet Aug 6. Bristol, Aug 
20 at Il, Beddoe, Bristol. a : 

Key, Wm Clement, Birm, Tobacconist. Pet Aug 6. Birm,Sept5ati2.7% 
Hodgson & Son, Birm. : 

King, Thos, Hastings, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Pet Aug 5, Hastings, 
Aug 22 at 12, Bilton, Hastings. 

Law, Geo, Maidstone, Timber Dealer, Pet Aug 2. Maidstone, Aug 16 at 
12, Morgan, Maidstone. 

Lawley, John, Loughborough, Leicester, Grocer. Pet July 30. Longh- 
borough, Aug 17 at 11. Goode, Loughborough. 

Mann, Jas Goldsmith, Hastings, Sussex, Blacksmith. Pet Aug 5, Hast. 
ings, Aug 22 at 12, Bilton, Hastings. 

McCubbin, Alexand, Bootle, nr Lpool, Mariner. Pet Aug 5. Lpool, Aug 
23 at 3. Goffey, Lpool. ‘ 

Middleton, Chas, Birm, Journeyman Gun Stocker. Pet Aug 5, Birm, 
Aug 29 at 10. Duke, Birm. , 

Oates, Wm, Sheffield, Pocket Blade Forger. Pet Aug 6. Sheffield, Agg 
24at1. Micklethwaite, Sheffield. 

Page, Thos, Braunston, Rutland, Shoemaker. Pet Aug 6. Oakham, Aug : 
22 at2. Law, Stamford. i 
Parker, Richd, Gloucester, Gardener. Pet Aug 3. Gloucester, Aug 23 at — 
12. Cooke. 


Peach, Mary, Wansford, Northampton, Licensed Victualler. Pet Aug 6, 


Stamford, Aug 15 at 11. Law, Stamford. y 
Perry, Saml, Derby, Tobacconist. Pet Aug 6, Derby, Aug 27 at 12, 
Peters, Edw Andrew Geo, Lpool, Photographic Artist. Pet Ang ty 

Lpoo!, Aug 22 at 2. Blackhurst, Lpool. ee 

Pet Aug 5. Leeds, Aug 25 at 

12. Harle, Leeds. : Tf 
Scholes, Paul, Oldham, Fruiterer. Pet Aug5. Oldham, Aug 25 at 12 
Slater, Jas, Tong with Haulgh, Lancaster, Farmer. Pet Aug 5. Bolton, 

Aug 24at 10, Edge, Bolton. 

Derby. 

Tregidgo, Wm Thos, Falmouth, Cornwall, Master R.N. Pet A 

Exeter, Aug 23 at l1. Terrell, Exeter, ‘ 

ll. Friend, Exeter. : 
Wells, Mark, York, Butcher. Pet Aug 1. York, Aug 20 at II, Dale, 
Woodcock, Thos, Brighouse, Halifax, Joiner. Pet Aug6. Halifax, Ang 

23 at 10. Holroyde, Halifax. 

Lpool, 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 

Toespay, Aug. 2, 1864. 

Scorah, Geo, & Wm Cooper, Sheffield, Timber Merchants. July 29. 
Turspar, Aug. 9, 1864, e 


Leech, Derby 
Roberts, Geo, jun, Leeds, out of business. 
Thompson, Oldham. 
Topley, Wm, Derby, Baker. Pet July26. Derby, Aug 27 at 12. Smith, 
Treleayen, Sam], Exeter, Schoolmaster. Pet Aug 8. Exeter, Aug 20 af 
York. 
York, Geo, Lpool, Plumber. Adj July 13, Lpool, Aug 22 at 3. 
Hoimes, Jas, Holbeck, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. July 29. 
Fox, Geo, Lpoo!, Gas Fitter. Aug 4. 


Aug 3. 


Sutt, Emma, Marden, Tynemouth, Widow. July 1}. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
Aug, 9.—By Mr, Francis Vicens. 
Freehold residence, known as Eagle House, situate in Cold Harbour 
Brixton—Sold for £1,140. a 
Freehold resid and busi premises, being No, 2, Upper Brixton 
place, Brixton ; let at £40 per annum—Sold for £910. , * 
Freehold plot of building land, tronting Brixton-roa¢é—Sold for £300, 
Freehold messuage, being No, 9, Upper Brixton-place, Brixton ; let at £40 
per annum—Sold for £650. ie 
Freehold messuage and shop, being No, 10, Upper Brixton-place, Brix! 
te wee! ve ype per annum—Sold for £840. 
reehold messuage, being No. 11, Upper Brixton-place, Brixton; 
£45 per annum—Sold for £970. , aisin ‘ oy 
Freehold plot of building land, with buildings thereon, fronting 
road—Sold for £2,850. 
By Messrs. Putten, Hoane, & Eversrrenp. 
Leasehold residence, situate in the Talavera-road, Cintra-park, U 
ee let at £110 per annum ; term 94 years unexpired: 
180, —_ 





AT THE GUILDHALL COFFEEHOUSE, 
Aug. 4.—By Messrs. Dantet Surra, Son, & OaKLey. 5 
Freehold building estate in the parish of St. Giles, Camberwell; leased for 
an unexpired term of 57 years, at £100 per annum ; secured by var 
houses, shops, and business premises, abutting on the Old Kent- 
Shenton and Arthur-streets, the whole extending over about 3 acres— 
Sold for £2,750. 
Freehold, several closes of arable land, situate in the parish of D 
s Essex, containing a ns A pina for £1,620. 
reehold close of arable land, situate in the parish of Barking, E 
taining 8a 2r Op—Sold for £1,000. a . 
Freehold enclosure of arable land, situate as above, containing Ga 3r 37p 
—Sold for £1,050. gs 
Freehold farm-house and premises, with 21a Ir 18p of accommodation 
situate at Dagenham, Essex—Sold for £1,830, 


R 3 
WEST INDIAN INCUMBERED ESTATES COURT, 8, PARK STREET, 
WESTMINSTER, ‘ . 
(Before H. J. Stonor, Esq., Chfef Commissioner,) Ee 
Aug. 9.—In the Matter of the Estate of Augusta Lomax and Emily 
Catherine Byam, Owners. Ex parte Mary Plummer, Petitioner.—A -free= —~ 


hold plantation and sugar estate, called the Estate, situate in 
the parish of St. Mary Cayou, in the Island of St. Ch » : 
226 acres, was sold by auction by Messrs. Leifchild & Cheffins,\for : 
This was the first sale of property in the island. There was considerable’ — 
competition, and the price realised was considered high. of 





Solicitors for the petitioners, Messrs, lliffe, Russell, & Diffe. 








